


AUM 


Vol. 68 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL +461 








Central Law Journal. "i 


ST. LOUIS, MO., JUNE 18, 1909. 














CONGREGATIONAL CONTROL OF CHURCH 
PROPERTY. 





Judge Richard L. Goode, of the St. 
Louis Court of Appeals, considered the 
question indicated by the above heading in 
the recent case of Klix, et al. v. Polish Ro- 
man Catholic St. Stanislaus Parish, et al., 
118 S. W. 1171. He arrived at his con- 
clusion as being that which is implied by the 
usual American, constitutional guarantee of 
religious liberty. 

The case before the court, however, did 
not relate in any way to a schism or de- 
parture in dogma or to the practice of any 
particular ceremonial or form of worship. 
The controversy before the court pertained 
solely to the secular concerns of a religious 
communion; that is to say, the question 
was whether there existed the right of a 
certain congregation to participate in the 
management of church property dedicated 
to worship after the manner and creed 
of a certain religious communion, where 
usage and custom placed such control else- 
where. 

Reasoning by analogy from cases where 
adherents of a church changed their faith 
and made claim to church assets devoted 
to particular congregations, the learned 
judge arrived at the conclusion that the 
test was control as fixed by church usage 
and custom or form of governmert. To 
illustrate how apt in the mind of the judge 
was the parallel between such cases and 
that before the court, we find in. the opin- 
ion this language, it being used in discus- 
sing certain statutes the judge deemed 
overharsh: “The statutory alteration of 
church government may not constitute in- 
terference with matters of faith, yet, never- 
theless, the right of every religious sect to 
preserve the peculiar economy it prefers, 
and perhaps has obeyed immemorially, 
touches closely, if it is not part of, that 
religious liberty American constitutions 
guarantee.” 





The sentiment of such a declaration 
seems in such thorough harmony with 
American spirit, that the kind of legisla- 
tion being criticised might be thought to 
border closely upon unconstitutionality and 
only saved therefrom, if at all, by the ple- 
nary power of the state in conditioning the 
right of its citizens to incorporate. 

The manner, however, in which the opin- 
ion deals with statutes relating to religious 
corporations and which, when availed of, 
put at naught the entire economy of such 
religious denominations exercising con- 
trol, in secular matters, through presby- 
teries, synods and other governing author- 
ities than congregations, is of the highest 
judicial order. It was suggested that the 
harshness developed in their enforcement 
could never have been intended, and that 
for this, in New York, they were soon re- 
pealed. 

In one of the cases under newer statutes, 
referred to by Judge Goode, it was said, in 
effect, that under the old law, churches did 
not have the ordinary rights of a business 
company, “for courts would interfere to 
prevent a diversion of business assets, but 
not ecclesiastical assets,’ meaning, that 
where the majority of a congregation re- 
solved to repudiate the faith it formerly 
adhered to, it could take with them, with- 
out partition or division, all the church 
property belonging to the congregation, 
when, if there were no incorporation, no 
such result would enswe. 

That seems as severe a rule of confisca- 
tion as may be imagined. Ordinary con 
fisca‘ion is against one or all who oppose 
established order, but here we see that, 
while established order remains as before, 
those who depart from it are rewarded to 
the detriment of its supporters. Like what 
was said “In Flush Times of Alabama,” 
there is “a taking of title by disclaimer.” 

The opinion, speaking of churches which 


‘manage their secular matters, “by presby- 


teries, synods and other governing bodies,” 
some of which “for ages have observed a 
uniform polity, not only in spiritual mat- 
ters, but in the transaction of secular busi- 
ness and the management of their prop- 
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erty,” it was said: “To force upon them 
an unaccustomed economy would introduce 
confusion and embarrassment; whereas, to 
refuse them corporate capacity, except on 
the condition of renouncing their customs, 
would be illiberal treatment by the state.” 

The descriptive “‘illiberal” certainly 
seems mild enough. To us the adjective 
tyrannical appears more appropriate. These 
statutes seem in the teeth cf the constitu- 
tional guarantees of religious liberty and 
blots upon the enlightenment of any coun- 
try professing ‘to repudiate the union of 
church and state. 

In Missouri there is happily not found 
any direct statutory provision for congre- 
gational control or congregational member- 
ship in church corporations. If not ex- 
pressly directed, the claim therefor would 
fall. 

A trust in favor of a congregation may 
exist, but in the case before the court no 
abuse in management amounting to waste 
was shown nor any diversion of any kind 
from the purposes of the trust, and, there- 
fore, it was not necessary to decide wheth- 
er the proper parties were before the court, 
nor who would be proper parties in such a 
contingency. 

There was the bald question whether con- 
gregational control exists or not in a 
church, not so governed, where a congre- 
gation is a cestui que trust, because the af- 
fairs of the cestui que trust are managed 
by aid of a corporation, and the court held 
it did not. The effect of this decision, 
as we understand it, is that such a corpora- 
tion is not important, except as the holder 
of a naked legal title. It is not a trustee, 
in fact, but a mere agency of the governing 
authority of the church, itself the trustee. 
In the case considered, the only power it 
ever could have exerc'sed was by permis- 
sion of the Archbishop of St. Louis, who, 
as trustee of the property, conveyed it to 
the corporation whose name appears in the 
title of the case. 

We doubt, if such power was delegable 
at all, but here was found a corporation 
organized for a purpose in harmony with 
that for which the trust was created, and 





the Archbishop conveyed to it. It is read- 
ily perceived that, if such harmony did 
not exist, the property could be followed 
for the benefit of the cestui que trust. Its 
very conveyance would amoupt to con- 
version and would constitute at least, a 
clouding of the title. 

We commend to our readers a careful 
perusal of this luminous opinion, written in 
most admirable style and exhibiting a 
wealth of precedent and its careful treat- 
ment. 

If there is in church affairs any such 
legal doctrine or statutory effect as succes- 
sion to title by majority rule, then it might 
be thought, that the slogan of vor populi 
vox dei, is not necessarily a barren ideality, 
however unstable such a title might be. 

Since the foregoing was put in type, Mis- 
souri Supreme Court has put itself on 
record in the controversy between the Pres- 
byterian Church and the Cumberland Pres- 
bvterian Church. See Bovles v. Roberts, 
when reported. If the case we have been 
discussing and the Boyles case had been de- 
cided by the same court, the former might 
well be said to be a foreshadowing of the 
latter. Indeed the principle which was 
assumed as a predicate to the conclusion in 
the Court of Appeals case seems to have 
been settled. 








NOTES OF IMPORTANT DECISIONS. 





CONTEMPT—INHERENT POWER OF A 
CONSTITUTIONAL COURT TO PUNISH 
FOR CONTEMPT.—The Missouri Supreme 
Court has reaffirmed two or three times the 
Shepherd case on contempt (which case has 
been much criticised), but what is meant by 
the inherent power of a court to punish for 
contempt so far as statutory regulation is con- 
cerned was recently discussed in that tribunal 
in the case of Chicago, B. & Q. Ry. Co. v. 
Gildersleeve, 118 S. W. 86. A majority of 
four of seven judges held that a statute limit- 
ing the punishment for contempt was unconsti- 
tutional. Judge Lamm writes a lengthy dis- 
senting opinion agreed to by all of the min- 
ority, and contends that the phrase “inherent 
power” did not mean at common law a power 
entirely beyond legislative control. He says 
statutes have been pasted from time to time 
regulating the subject matter of contempts and 
he believes also that were it to be admitted 
“by way of hypothesis, that the power to pun- 
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ish was unbridled at common law and that 
the law making power could not regulate it a 
whit, then we come face to face with the prop- 
osition that it is not the whole body of the 
common law that was adopted in this state 
(Missouri) but only that portion of it not in- 
consistent with the constitution of the United 
States or of this state or the statute law in 
force for the time being. 

He says: “On the last head, I do not hesi- 
tate to say that the unregulated, arbitrary, 
whimsical power to fine or’ imprison for con- 
tempt, a power that will not brook a mere 
temperate and reasonable control, is contrary 
to the genius of our institutions and the policy 
of our constitution and statutes.” 

He then goes on to cite Many cases which 


-admit regulation some to one extent and oth- 


ers to another. He says: “So delicate is the 
subject of contempt that courts have been un- 
able to hold an even and uniform voice in 
dealing with it.” He closes as follows: 
“Finally, let us look at the effect of holding 
that the arbitrary power of punishment can- 
not be gently limited (or, if the phrase be 
preferred, gently tempered) by legislative 
enactment in a constitutional court. The 
constitution does not limit it. Among other 
things, it provides (article 6, § 1 [Ann. St. 
1906, p. 212]): ‘That the judicial power of 
the state as to matters of law and equity 
* * * snyall be vested in a supreme court, 
circuit courts, criminal courts, pro- 
bate courts, county courts, and municipal cor- 
poration courts.’ All the aforesaid courts 
are constitutional courts, and, therefore, not 
the creature of mere statute. In some of 
such constitutional courts there is ‘no re- 
quirement of law that the individuals acting 
as judges should be learned in the law. 
They are taken’ from unprofessional ranks. 
Their legal judgment is not rendered sure, 
steady, and staid by ’a study and compre- 
hension of the principles of jurisprudence. 
Is it not a startling proposition to announce 
that the citizens of this state are subject to 
an unbridled power in all such tribunals to 
summarily fine them in any sum, however 
large, and imprison them for any term, how- 
ever long, for contempt? And yet to that 


* * * 


complexion we must come if we go to the ’ 


extreme of holding that a_ constitutional 
court may not be controlled by some known, 
fixed, and reasonable rule of written law of 
the matter. 


It is my opinion that the courts of Mis- 
souri need no such show of autocratic pow- 
er; that they, in the future as in the past, 
may more surely build their dignity and use- 
fulness solidly on the intelligent respect of 
the good citizen, the wise lawmaker, and 2 


-nied: 





serene and even administration of justice, 
seeking«(in Lord Mansfield’s phrase) ‘noble 
ends by noble means,’ than build it on a 
show of wielding an uncontrollable power to 
fine and imprison.” 





PRINCIPAL AND AGENT—PRESUMPTION 
OF AGENCY REPELLED BY FACT OF AI- 
LEGED AGENT BEING A COMMON CAR- 
RIER.—The case of Benson v. Oregon Short 
Line R. Co., decided by Supreme Court of 
Utah, and reported in 99 Pac. 1072, shows a 
delivery of freight by a shipper to a drayman 
to be carried to a depot and there shipped by 
rail. 

There was only this general direction to the 
drayman, who accepted from the railroad a 
bill of lading containing a stipulation for a 
limited liability. The goods were household 
goods and the release clause was signed by 
the drayman. The greater portion of fhe 
goods were lost or destroyed and owner 
brought suit for their full value, and the rail- 
road claimed they should be settled for ac- 
cording to released value. : 

The court thus states the matter: “Ap- 
pellant insists that respondent having em- 
ployed Oeschili, a drayman, to pack the 
goods in question and deliver them at that 
depot for shipment thereby made him her 
agent, and that notice to Oeschili of the stipu- 
lation of release was notice to her, and all 
arrangements he may have made or entered 
into with the appellant for the transportation 
of the goods, including the stipulation in the 
release limiting appellant’s liability to the 


“nominal sum therein named, were binding 


upon her. We do not think the record sus- 
tains appellant’s position. Respondent was 
not furnished with a copy of the release. In 
fact she did not know of its existence until 
long after the goods were shipped and some of 
them had reached their destination. * * * 
Oeschili, the drayman, was in this case, him- 
self a common carrier. 6 Cyc. 369; 2 Words 
and Phres2s,1317; O. S. L. R. Co. v. Davidson, 
33 Utah, 370, 16 L. R. A. (N. S.) 777. There- 
fore the relation existing between him and 
respondent at the time the goods were con- 
signed for shipment was that of shipper and 
carrier rather than that of principal and agent. 
The only instructions respondent gave Oeschili 
with reference to shipping the goods were, 
quoting her own testimony, which is not de- 
‘I told him to take them to the depot 
and ship them.’ These general instructions 
gave Oeschili no authority to make a special 
contract limiting appellant’s liability as a 
common carrier.” The case cites Nelson v: 
Hudson River R. Co., 48 N. Y. 498. The opinion 
then says: “We do not wish to be understood 
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as holding that a drayman may not, under 
some circumstances, where express a@thority 
is given him, make a fair and reasonable con- 
tract of this kind which is binding on the ship- 
per. Where for example, a shipper has been 
in the habit of employing a certain drayman 
to deliver freight at shipping points for trans- 
portation, and the drayman with the knowl- 
edge and tacit approval of the shipper, has 
been accustomed to make all necessary ar- 
rangements with the carrier for the transpor- 
tation of the freight, it might well be said 
that under such circumstances a just and 
reasonable contract entered into between the 
drayman and carrier limiting the latter’s lia- 
bility would be binding on the shipper.” 

The point, however, is stressed, that the 
bailment to a drayman presumes simply such 
as usua] and nothing more. To allow the 
drayman to do anything further is special and 
not a thing to be implied from the bailment. 
It results, necessarily, that a railroad ought 


not to deliver to a drayman any bill of lading, 


other than a regular one unless it may trust 
his representation that he is expressly author- 
ized to take a different one. Conversely ship- 
pers sending goods by a drayman for carriage 
by rail ought to send by a drayman written 
directions before they may insist that a ship- 
ment was intended to be made at a reduced 
rate. 








FEDERAL SUPREME COURT GUAR- 
ANTIES AND THE PEOPLE. 





The purpose of this paper is to present 
some phases of the negative side of the 
question whether it would be wise or ex- 
pedient to make the justices of the fed- 
eral supreme court elective by the people; 
whether the constitutional guaranties would 
not thereby be seriously impaired. That 
purpose was induced through considera- 
.tion of an article published in this journal 
recently’ in which the writer thereof con- 
tended that the constitutional mode of plac- 
ing the federal judges in office, with cer- 
tain other provisions governing the election 
of the President and Vice-President and 
members of the Senate constitute an “im- 
pediment” to government of, by and for 
the people. The danger from the federal 


_(1) “Constitutional Impediments to Govern- 
ment of the People, by the People and for the 
People,” 66 Cent. L. J. 293. 





| 


judiciary, he declares, “does not arise from 
any known corruption but from the distrust 
of the people, the suspicion that the fed- 
eral judges are biased in favor of corpor- 
ate wealth and frequently permit the ma- 
chinery of justice to be perverted and used 
as a protection and shield to rich crimi- 
nals.” Even this alleged suspicion, he ad- 
mits would-not be “so serious a matter” 
were it not for ‘‘the continuous growth” of 
federal jurisdiction. As he instances but 
one decision—that of the federal supreme 
court in the Income Tax case holding un- 
constitutional the income tax law of 1894,? 
as illustrative of his claim of usurpation 
of jurisdiction by that tribunal and of pop- 
ular opposition in consequence, it is pre- 
sumed that he found no other prominent 
recent decision of that court which he re- 
gards as having contributed in large meas- 
ure to such suspicions. We shall refrain 
from discussing ~<directly the question 
whether such distrust and suspicion exist 
in any such degree as is asserted by that 
writer, further than to state our belief that 
they do not actually exist, and to deny 
without reserve that there is any substan- 
tial ground for charging that the income 
tax decision furnishes a substantial basis 


-for the assertions made on that head; and 


to add, regarding the alleged growth of 
federal jurisdiction, that while admittedly 
a matter for serious consideration, it may 
be less the fault of federal tribunals than 
chargeable to persistence on the part of 
interests both local and general, greatly di- 
versified and country-wide, and not by any 
means confined to the unduly wealthy or 
to trusts and combinations, nor exempting 
so-called state-rights localities—to burden 
Congress with legislation involving those 
interests and resulting in necessary adju- 
dication of those laws by federal courts ; 
all reinforced by the stress of executive 
action through the Presidential office. That 
what has the appearance of growth of fed- 
eral jurisdiction may in the end prove to 
be a justifiable recognition of the constitu- 


(2) Pollock v. Farmers Loan & Trust Co., 


150 U. S. 713. 
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tional right of those tribunals to adjudicate 
in premises now regarded by some as un- 
warranted, or, if there has been an unwar- 
ranted straining of effort in that direction, 
the scales may be balanced when the peo- 
ple under state laws participate more than 
they are now doing in the solution of many 
questions which lie so closely upon the 
border line of state and federal jurisdic- 
tion as to render it truly uncertain. at pres- 
ent where the jurisdiction really rests. We 
shall also confine the discussion to the fed- 
eral supreme court, as being the final resort 
as the constitutional guaranty of rights. 

Reference will be made to the record of 
the Federal Constitutional Convention to 
show how the framers of the federal con- 
stitution reasoned in providing the source 
of appointment and fixing the tenure of 
office of the justices of the federal supreme 
court. Randolph, who “opened the main 
business” in that convention, proposed cer- 
tain resolutions, a portion of the 9th be- 
ing: “Resolved, that a national judiciary 
be established; to consist of one or more 
supreme tribunals, and of inferior tri- 
bunals; to be chosen by the national leg- 
islature; to hold their offices during good 
behavior,”* etc. Charles Pinckney pre- 
pared and laid before the convention a 
Plan of a Federal Constitution, part of Art. 
9 of which proposed: “The judges of the 
courts shall hold their offices during good 
behavior; * * * One of these courts 
shall be termed the supreme court.”’* 

No one at any time proposed in that con- 
vention to have the federal supreme court, 
or even the inferior federal judges, elected 
by the people. There were expressions of 
the proposition for selection of the federal 
judges by the national legislature, one of 
which is above referred to as coming from 
Randolph. But Mr. Wilson, one of the 
ablest in general debate of members of that 
convention, strenuously opposed such 
mode of appointment, saying: “Experience 


showed the impropriety of such appoint- 


(3) E11., (Lippincott, 1891), Vol. 5, 126-8. 


(4) Id. 129-31. 





ments by numerous bodies. Intrigue, par- 
tiality, and concealment, were the neces- 
sary consequences. A principal reason for 
unity in the executive was, that officers 
might be appointed by a single responsible 
person.” Mr. Rutledge spoke against grant- 
ing “so great a power to any single per- 
son,” and opposed any federal court be- 
yond “a single supreme one.” Dr. Frank- 
lin “observed that two modes of choosing 
the judges had been mentioned—to-wit, by 
the legislature and by the executive. He 
wished such other modes to be suggested as 
might occur to other gentlemen; it being 
a point of great moment.” Madison “dis- 
liked the election of the judges by the leg- 
islature, or any numerous body. Besides 
the danger of intrigue and partiality, many 
of the members were not judges of the re- 
quisite qualifications. The legislative tal- 
ents, which were different from those. of 
a judge, commonly recommended men to 
the favor of legislative assemblies.” But 
he opposed appointment by the executive, 
and inclined to give it to the Senate, but 
“hinted this only,” and moved to strike 
out the proposition to appoint by the leg- 
islature, which was done on Wilson’s sec- 
ond and by a vote of 9 to 2. The pro- 
vision for holding office “during good be- 
havior” was then agreed to.5 Later on 
the Committee of the Whole reported a 
provision for “a national judiciary to be 
established, to consist of one supreme tri- 
bunal, the judges of which shall be ap- 
pointed by the second branch of the na- 
tional legislature, to hold their offices dur- 
ing good behavior,” etc., which report was 
postponed. Patterson afterwards proposed 
a plan of government involving a federal 
judiciary “to consist of a supreme tribunal, 
the judges of which to be appointed by the 
executive, and to hold their offices during 
good behavior,” etc.° 

Thereafter various resolutions were re- 
ferred to “the Comrnittee of Detail,” 
among whith was one “That a national 


(5) Id. 155-6. catia 
(6) Id. 190-192. 
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judiciary be established, to consist of one 
tribunal, the judges of which shall be ap- 
pointed by the second branch of the na- 
tional legislature ; to hold their offices dur- 
ing good behavior,” etc.’ 

The report of the Committee of Detail 
embodied the proposition for a federal ju- 
diciary “vested in one supreme court, and 
in such inferior courts as shall, when neces- 
sary, from time to time, be constituted by 
the legislature of the United States ;” such 
judges to hold office “during good be- 
havior.”* The form in which these pro- 
visions were finally set forth in the Fed- 
eral Constitution left the supreme court 
alone resting upon the constitution, while 
Congress was given power to “constitute 
tribunals inferior to the supreme court.” 

The proposition to vest appointment of 
the federal judiciary in the executive, sub- 
ject to approval or rejection by the Senate, 
was brought forward by Alexander Hamil- 
ton as part of his “sketch of a plan” of 
government ; such executive being denomi- 
nated a “governor,” who was to have “the 
sole appointment of the heads or chief offi- 
cers of the departments of finance, war, 
and foreign affairs; to have the nomination 
of all other officers, (ambassadors to for- 
eign nations included), subject to the ap- 
probation or rejection of the Senate.” In 
his introductory remarks in this connec- 
tion he referred to the fluctuations of in- 
fluence and of interest under some Euro- 
pean systems of appointment of officials, 
and inferred therefrom “That we ought 
to go as far, in order to attain stability and 
permanency, as republican principles will 
admit.” In concluding, he asked: “Might 
not such a mode of election be devised, 
among ourselves, as will defend the com- 
munity against these effects in any danger- 
ous degree ?’’® 

Gorham, objecting to the eleventh reso- 
lution that federal judges “be appointed by 
the second branch of the natjonal legisla- 
ture,” expressed a preference for “an ap- 


(7) Id. 376. 
(8) Id, 380. 
(9) Id. 205. 





pointment by the second branch to an ap- 
pointment by the whole legislature,” but 
thought that branch too numerous ‘and 
too little personally responsible, to insure 
a good choice. He suggested that they be 
appointed by the executive, with the ad- 
vice and consent of the second branch, in 
the mode prescribed by the constitution of 
Massachusetts. This mode had been long 
practiced in that country, and was found, 
to answer perfectly well.” To which sug- 
gestion Wilson replied by expressing pref- 
erence for appointment by the executive, 
but as an alternative he preferred the mode 
suggested by Gorham. Both Martin and 
Sherman urged appointment by the “sec- 
ond branch,” as being best informed and 
as probably resulting in judges “diffused” 
throughout the country. Gorham rejoined: 
“As the executive will be responsible, in 
point of character at least, for a judicious 
and faithful discharge of his trust, he will 
be careful to look through all the states for 
proper characters.” Madison suggested 
“that the judges might be appointed by 
the executive, with the concurrence of one- 
third at least of the second branch.” Sher- 
man “was clearly for an election by the 
senate.” It would have more wisdom than 
the executive and “a more diffusive knowl- 
edge of characters.” Randolph would rath- 
er leave the appointment in the second 
branch than in the executive. Here the 
vote on referring the appointment of 
judges “to the executive, instead of the 
second branch” resulted two to six against 
the proposition. Then Gorham moved and 
Morris seconded appointment by the execu- 
tive, with the advice and consent “of the 
second. branch,” which resulted in a tie vote. 
Madison then moved and Morris seconded 
nomination by the executive, to become ef- 
fectual if not disagreed to “by two-thirds 
of the second branch;”’ whereupon post- 
ponement was taken.’° 

Later on Brearley, “from the committee 
of eleven” reported provisions including one 
vesting in the President power to “nomi- 
nate, and, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, shall appoint * * * 
judges of the Supreme Court,” etc. And 
when this clause again came up for con- 


(10) Id. 328-330. 
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sideration it was agreed to without a sin- 
gle dissent." 

Alexander Hamilton, in the “Federalist” 
(Lodge Ed., 483), speaking of the tenure 
of office of federal judges as being during 
good behavior, says: “The standard of 
good behavior for the continuance in office 
of the judicial magistracy, is certainly one 
of the most valuable of the modern im- 
provements in the practice of government. 
In a monarchy it is an excellent barrier 
to the despotism of the prince; in a repub- 
lic it is a no less excellent barrier to the 
encroachments and oppressions of the rep- 
resentative body. And it is the best ex- 
pedient which can be devised in any gov- 
ernment, to secure a steady, upright, and 
impartial administration of the laws.” 
And after observing that the executive 
holds the community’s sword, the legisla- 
ture its purse, and that the judiciary has no 
influence over either, “but merely judg- 
ment,” proving “incontestibly, that the ju- 
diciary is beyond comparison the weakest 
of the three departments of power” and 
cannot successfully attack either of the 
other two, and is “in continual jeopardy of 
being overpowered, awed, or influenced by 
its co-ordinate branches,” he adds, “‘that as 
nothing can contribute so much to its firm- 
ness and independence as permanency in 
office, this quality may therefore be justly 
regarded as an indispensable ingredient in 
its constitution, and, in great measure, as 
the citadel of the public justice and the 
public security.” 

It is seen that the wisdom of the great 
statesmen who thus worked out to a con- 
clusion which was itself ratified by the 
people the momentous question of the man- 
ner of selection and tenure of office of the 
federal supreme court justices took the 
form of an appointment by the President 
as a responsible executive, but requiring the 
assent of and subject to rejection by the 
highest branch of the legislative—this after 
numerous motions to confer the appoint- 
ing power upon the House of Representa- 


(11) Id. 507, 523-4. 





tives, or to make its assent or rejection 
necessary had been made; and that no one 
among that array of constructive minds, 
the greatest ever assembled to lay state 
foundations, proposed an election, or any 
form of nomination, ratification or rejection 
by the people, through either a general or 
a concurrent majority vote, or otherwise. 
That they unanimously concurred in mak- 
ing the tenure of office continuous during 
good behavior. 

The most responsible guaranty of rights 
and the most essential provision in the 
constitution having such guaranty in view 
is that which confers a practically life-ten- 
ure upon the federal judiciary. And. it is 
the most responsible and sacred because an 
official tenure based upon good behavior is 
necessany in order to preserve those judges 
in a station from which they can decide, 
the momentous questions involving those 
guaranties without fear or favor result- 
ing from popular clamor and prejudice on 
one hand, or the more sedulous and seduc- . 
tive approach of special interests strongly 
entrenched in power on the other. And 
the power of the federal supreme Justice 
to perform that act as such free agent is 
necessary because that highest tribunal was 
framed as and necessarily destined to be 
the great resistant against which the waves 
of popular excitement and prejudice, of 
onslaught of entrenched and vast interests, 
and of ambition engrossing the spirit of 
strife for official power were to keep beat- 
ing as the strain of self-government should 
from time to time tax this bulwark of 
destination in preservation of rights— 
rights which could not be guaranteed at all 
unless the structural integrity of that ju- 
diciary could itself be guaranteed while 
performing its functions. It is as an im- 
pregnable fortress against sea and land 
invasion on that part of the continental 
coastline where waves of last resort re- 
sulting from tempests of time on the ocean 
of national destiny, and wind-currents and 
cyclonic forces on land concenter to over- 
run and break down the barriers of na- 
tional guaranty of individual rights. No 
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other part of the federal structure is as- 
sailable as is this, because no other among 
all its reinforcements is or is regarded as 
the ultimate bulwark. Therefore it must 
be strong enough, defensively, to resist at- 
tack from any quarter, or from several 
other parts combined, else the structure 
will ultimately fall, in fact as well as the- 
ory. Its virtually life-tenure and the high 
regard and respect in which it, through the 
structural responsibilities entering into the 
make-up of its personnel, is and is entitled 
to be held render it that strong. 

It is believed that the most common rea- 
son assigned by the critics who essay to 
point out the alleged bias, or to arraign 
the personnel of the federal supreme ju- 
diciary, under and as a resultant of the 
existing system, is that the judges are too 
far removed from the currents of popular 
sentiment, judgment and insistence which 
from time to time arise upon issues bear- 
ing vitally upon individual rights con- 
cerning the determination of which that 
court must necessarily pass in the last re- 
sort, and that such supposed degree of 
aloofness would be remedied and their 
sense of responsibility quickened by selec- 
tion of those judges by popular vote, and 
as a necessary incident to such change of 
system, by limiting the tenure to a fixed 
term of office. 

The answer to such a contention is con- 
ceived to be two-fold, denying upon one 
hand the premise upon which the criticism 
is based, and upon the other, the conclu- 
sion sought to be drawn therefrom. In 
other words: The Justices of that court 
are regularly in the light of the political, 
industrial and moral life of the people; 
they are not merely brought out into that 
light occasionally, they take daily baths in 
it, so to speak, by virtue of the litigation 
constantly coming before them and which 
reflects, in the issues involved therein, the 
struggles, progress and aspirations of the 
public. .What agency is better fitted to 
remind them of and to educate them con- 
cerning the state of the public mind and 
heart as related to intellectual, industrial 





and moral conditions and trend, than the 
issues constantly being fought out between 
litigants and applicants before that tribunal 
involving patent rights, copyrights, corpora- 
tion law, the respective claims of labor 
and capital, habeas corpus, and the mul- 
tiplicity of other rights constituting the 
body of adjudicated law and the manifold 
remedies including injunctions, etc., which 
are being applied thereto? Nor is that 
court devoid of an incidental phase of ac- 
tion—short of a legal function—by way 
of inferential suggestion in connection with 
the making of new and progressive laws, 
wherein, as is well known, its decisions nul- 
lifying state and federal laws as unconsti- 
tutional are followed by valid enactments 
reflecting the principles and spirit of those 
adjudications. This relation between the 
judicial and legislative departments of gov- 
ernment is inevitable under the American 
system, while leaving both branches the 
complete master of their respective fields 
of jurisdiction and powerless to invade that 
of the other by encroachments inhibited by 
fundamental laws. Secondly: Is the ar- 
gument that direct responsibility to the 
people in the sense of being elective offi- 
cers will improve the case as it exists, a 
sound one? One of the chief grounds of 
arraignment of the power of wealth as a 
vested interest dominating over our laws is 
its pernicious influence upon legislation. 
This objection imputes to the elected leg- 
islator a proneness to yield to such tempta- 
tion. Is it unfair to presume that the same 
principle applies to an elective judiciary? 
In other words, is there sound reason for 
accepting that theory as to the legislature 
and rejecting it when sought to be applied 
to the judiciary? If so, on what ground? 
To the extent that the legislator may be 
susceptible to those influences, why is this? 
Cases of his venality are rare. The legis- 
lator who will yield in any degree to im- 
proper efforts to influence his vote does so, 
as an almost invariable rule either because 
of his friendship for him who approaches, 
his own interest in the matter involved, or 
for fear of his political future if he re- 
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fuses. The reason last given is believed 
to be the main one, in the long run and in 
the last analysis. If this deduction is sound, 
it would seem that a further one is re- 
ducible—that if his tenure of office were 
longer those influences would be weaker. 
But are the people themselves such an 
unerring safety-valve as, applied directly 
through the elective franchise, will guar- 
antee integrity, enlightenment and stability 
in the federal judiciary in such degree as 
will result in the steady and unswerving 
execution of the tremendous responsibilities 
which the federal supreme court must con- 
tinue to discharge if the constitution is to 
continue to be the individual refuge it has 
so far been? In answering this question 
that fountainhead of power—the people— 
must be dealt with in the sense in which 
the builders of that instrument felt com- 
pelled to do; it must be admitted, as they 
did in the very genius which ekes out in 
the vast yet delicate mechanism composing 
it, that that source of power must itself be 
curbed in its mode of expressing its will, 
else the plan itself would prove abortive 
and the hopes of civil liberty die the death. 
And that treatment was administered 
through that instrument in the light of the 
then past, which illumined the feeble vision 
of humanity in seeking a- remedy against 
oppression under government by showing 
that democracy had been despotism on 
many theatres of action since civilized gov- 
ernment was born, and that when despotic 
its wrongs could parallel all that made men 
tremble in thoughts of what tyrants, kings 
and emperors had done. So they let not 
democracy—even through the concurrent 
majority—elect the President or Vice-Pres- 


ident; they refused its direct function in 


the election of the Senate; and they de- 
creed that it should have a voice in filling 
the federal benches only through the in- 
direct agency of the executive advised and 
sanctioned by the Senate. And therein de- 
mocracy was its own solemn curb. Shall 
it be said that it was not also thereby its 
self-chastener ? 

And has time shown the people to be 





now more capable of selecting the dernier 
tribunal whose decrees, from their very 
nature, will ever and anon disappoint and 
evoke opposition, than they were when the 
Constitution was adopted? It would seem 
from evidences at hand that. the people 
have not a full comprehension of the es- 
sential functions of that body and of the 
necessity of safeguarding it against the 
excesses of democracy under the heat of 
current controversy over rights which must 
be adjudged in extreme deliberation and 
calmness if decided aright. Is the spectacle 
of the last generation, during which in the 
strifes of political and industrial contro- 
versy and activity that tribunal has been 
inveighed against as perhaps never before 
save over the Dred Scott case, one which 
argues a change in the mode of selection 
of its members by electing them through 
direct vote of the people thus stirred, thus 
prejudiced? In answering this question we 
must face the fact that, whereas when the 
Constitution was adopted the foreign na- 
tions sending to our shores the raw ma- 
terial of future citizenship in considerable 
numbers were few, while during recent 
decades they are much more numerous, 
and that increase represents quarters near- 
er the tropics. Can it be said that the mix- 
ture resulting from this multiplicity of ele- 
ments is more deliberate in exercise of the 
franchise, or safer in its judgment of what 
a judiciary of last national resort should 
be than were the men of our forefathers’ 
day? Nay, is not the real menace of to- 
day found in the fear that its action savors 
too much of unsteadiness and a tendency 
to passionate action? Are the voters of to- 
day more respectful of law, or of that arm 
of government whose sworn duty it is to 
interpret them, than their predecessors of 
a century ago? And the process itself 
would tend to bring that tribunal, in the 
public estimate, into confusion with the 
character of other elective officers at large. 
If subjected to the will of a majority of 
voters, no matter what might be said as 
to that court remaining the final resort it 
now is, its character in practice would 
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not remain what it is and has been. The 
shifting changes of public sentiment and 
judgment would be reflected in their prod- 
uct, the new elected federal judge who, 
known at al! hands to be subject to the 
same temper of judgment and the same 
behest of prejudice in exercise of the fran- 
chise as are other candidates, will as cer- 
tainly incline to be impressed by that tem- 
per and to bow before that behest as will 
other candidates. And it may seem that 
this would be as it should be. But when 
it is seen that such process necessarily 
brings the highest judicial officer, whose 
function is a guaranty to the people them- 
selves, upon a level with all other elected 
officers, it may become obvious that those 
functions, under ‘circumstances of excite- 
ment and incitement of times and issues, 
will be permanently impaired in the sense 
in which their present possessor is poised 
to perform them and make them effectual 
as a national guaranty. 

And the test whether the federal su- 
preme court would remain the constitu- 
tional safeguard it is, if its officers were 
made subject to popular vote, is not made 
by instancing an elected judiciary under 
state constitutions and laws. Those tri- 
bunals are not final in any such sense as 
is the federal supreme court; they can not 
be put to the stress of resistance involved 
in a national constitutional guaranty, and 
therefore will never be inveighed against 
as it has been and will be again and again 
in future. 

The burden of the criticisms of the au- 
thor referred to at the beginning of this 
paper seems to be, that “hatred between 
the mass of the people and the few who 
possess great wealth” is promoted by de- 
cisions of the supreme court “which render 
abortive popular legislative measures, so 
long as the people have no speedy and 
effectual means of securing the desired leg- 
islation by removing the constitutional ob- 
jection to it.” It would seem that this com- 
plaint assumes in effect that because that 
court decided that “popular legislation” 
can not stand when contrary to the consti- 





tution, it is blameworthy for the status of 
that instrument in that respect, and for 
the alleged poverty of means of its amend- 
ment; that therefore the people, in view 
of decisions engendering that “hatred,” 
should be given the power to elect the 
judges of that court, through the amenda- 
tory process even though not “speedy and 
effectual ;” and finally, that the people are 
better judges of what the constitution 
means than is that tribunal, and that they 
are so asserting. If this view of those 
criticisms is admissible and the latter are 
sound, then indeed is the supreme court 
an unfortunate instrument in dealing with 
the fundamental national law; for it is thus 
made insipidly weak in repute and pub- 
lic respect; handicapped by a very burden 
of blameworthiness ; inferior in its concep- 
tion of oun constitutional system; and all 
this nothwithstanding it was destined by 
its fashioners to be the final expositor of 
that instrument in cases before it. Notwith- 
standing what we have attempted to present 
herein concerning the  inadvisability of 
making those Justices elective, we seriously 
doubt whether the author of the objections 
alluded to would be willing to stand spon- 
sor for the people in imputing to them such 
an arraignment of the standing and abili- 
ties and such enlargement of responsibilities 
of the federal supreme court as he seems to 
have thus brought against and imputed to 
it. 


The people are about to face new prob-. 


lems in government—in dealing with them- 
selves as salvors of rights under the new 
conditions arising upon the national devel- 
opment. All the great issues so far solved 
grew out of conditions existing when the 
constitution was framed. Now that the 
ship of state is out of the harbor of clear- 
ance and is departing from its original 
moorings and its coastwise experience, the 
people are turning from scenes which re- 
mind of foreign tyranny and the demands 
and oppressions of those initial conditions, 
to address themselves to those of the pres- 
ent and now foreshadowed, which are in- 
cidental to free goverment. They are face 
to face with themselves as pilot of that 


No. 25 





we_b»aa 








XUM 


Vol. 68 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL. 471 








vessel upon the open sea of destiny. If it 
be true that there exists such a tendency 
towards pure democracy under the federal 
system as is indicated by the somewhat 
fault-finding criticisms dealt with herein, 
the prediction that the people must have a 
reckoning with themselves, eithen because 
of a future impending change in the nature 
of a revolution in that system, or in con- 
sequence of one accomplished, may not be 
too far-fetched. Whether by amendment 
of the constitution or through a constituent 
assembly resulting in a new one, the alleged 
tendency to bring all departments into sub- 
jection to the direct elective franchise shall 
be wrought out, the statesmen who will 
meet that crisis will still be confronted with 
Where shall rest the final 
judge of fundamental rights in the federal 
system, and how shall the people be related 
to the sources of that deciding power? To 
what seems a moral certainty that reposi- 
tory must continue to be a judiciary. For 


the question: 


if it were congress, the principle of omni- 
potence of Parliament under the English 
system would be no solvent for Americans, 
since, whatever may be said of it as applied 
to our brethren across the sea, it would be 
no guaranty in the American constitutional 
sense, as every lawyer knows. And if a ju- 
diciary, there seems no escape from the con- 
clusion that in order to render such tribunal 
able, as a safe-guard in all emergencies, 
against assaults directly or indirectly by the 
people, whose feelings will be wrought up 
and whose judgment will be insistent as to 
what the decision on their rights should be, 
—to decide through deliberate, calm consid- 
eration and in their own time, the justices 
thereof must continue to be appointed by 
some representative of and not by the peo- 
ple. We have seen how the judgment of 
over a century ago rejected the legislature 
as such representative. Time has not 
brought serious criticism against that con- 
clusion. Cuas. E. De LAND. 
Pierre, South Dakota. 





RELEASE — JOINT TORT-FEASORS — IN- 
TENT. 





CLEVELAND, C., C. & ST. L. RY. CO. .v. 
HILLIGOSS. 


Supreme Court of Indiana, Dec. 16, 1908. 


While one who compromises a claim does not 
necessarily admit that the claim was well found- 
ed, the one who receives the consideration is 
precluded from denying that it was well found- 
ed, and, when a pretended claim for a tort has 
been settled and satisfaction has been rendered 
the claimant by one so connected with the 
wrong as to be reasonably subject to an action 
and possible liability as a joint tort-feasor, the 
satisfaction will release all who may be liable, 
though the one released was not liable. 


HADLEY, J.: Appellee sues to recover for 
injuries received in a collision between a 
freight car, belonging to appellant, and an 
electric street car, under his control, belong- 
ing to the Union Traction Company, on a 
grade crossing, in the city of Anderson, 
through the alleged negligence of appellant. 
There are two paragraphs of complaint, each 
of which was held good on demurrer for in- 
sufficient facts. There are two answers, a 
general denial, and one affirmative, to which 
a demurrer for insufficient facts was sustain- 
ed, and an exception reserved. Verdict for 
$12,500, for which, over appellant’s motion 
for a new trial, judgment was rendered. Er- 
ror is assigned on all adverse rulings. The 
complaints are substantially the same. It is 
alleged in both that the plaintiff was the 
conductor in charge of an electric car, which 
was being operated by the Indiana Union 
Traction Company, on Meridian, a north and 
south street in the city of Anderson, under 
a franchise from said city; that appellant 
operates a steam railroad running east and 
west, which crosses the track of the Union 
Traction Company at grade in a populous 
part of said city, and has at the point of 
intersection a large number of tracks; that 
it was the duty of the plaintiff, as sucb con- 
ductor, to cause said car to be stopped before 
reaching appellant’s tracks, and to. then 
leave s2id car and go across said tracks to 
see and observe whether there are any ap- 
proaching cars thereon, and, when none are 
approaching, to signal his motorman in 
charge of the electric car to come on across 
said track: that on the day of the accident 
the plaintiff was running his car southward, 
and, when it had approached within 15 or 
20 feet of appellant’s tracks, he caused his 
said car to be stopped, and he went south- 
ward in Meridian street on and across said 
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tracks and found thereon no trains or cars 
on any of the tracks of said steam railway 
approaching said crossing, and having thus 
observed that there were no steam trains, 
engines, or cars of any kind in motion, or 
attempting to cross said Meridian _ street 
crossing, the plaintiff signaled the motorman 
operating said car to proceed over appellant’s 
said tracks. Said motorman obeyed said 
signal, and did proceed southward, on the 
street car track, across said railway tracks, 
and while s2id car was moving the plaintiff 
boarded it in safety. “Said defendant then 
and there carelessly and negligently, with- 
out any warning to the plaintiff, or any one 
else, carelessly and negligently ran, backed, 
and kicked one of its cars, with one of its en- 
gines, with great force and violence from 
east to west on and along one of its said 
tracks crossing Meridian street, and against 
said moving electric car so occupied and 
managed by the plaintiff, thereby crushing 
said electric car and causing great injury to 
the plaintiff.” 

It is averred in the second paragraph of 
answer that the collision was caused by the 
joint acts of said traction company through 
its motorman operating said street car and 
the railroad company through its employees 
in moving a cut of cars over the crossing; 
and, if there was negligence on the part of 
the defendant, as alleged by plaintiff, in mov- 
ing its cut of cars over the crossing, never- 
theless the plaintiff’s injuries would not have 
occurred had it not been for the act of the 
traction company’s employee in negligently 
running said street car on to said crossing at 
the same time the defendant’s cut of cars was 
in the act of crossing the same, as aforesaid; 
and so the defendant says “that, if the col- 
lision resulted in any particular through the 
negligence of its employees, it was through 
the joint act and joint negligence of the em- 
ployees of said two companies that said col- 
lision and the plaintiff’s injuries occurred.” 
It is then averred that on December 30, 1905, 
the plaintiff, for a valuable consideration, 
fully released the traction company from all 
liability arising from said collision, which 
release was in writing, and in the following 
words and figures: ‘Whereas, on the 24th day 
of November, 1905, James W. Hilligoss, while 
in the employ of the Indiana Traction Com- 
pany, as conductor, was injured about the 
head, arms, body, and otherwise injured when 
freight car collided with South Meridian 
street csr in an accident which occurred on 
the lines of said traction company, at or near 
Meridian street crossing of Big 4 Railway. 
Now, therefore, in consideration of.the agree- 
ments of said traction company herein con- 





tained to re-employ said employee for such 
time only as may be satisfactory to it, said 
James W. Hilligoss agrees to and does here- 
by receipt, release, and forever discharge the 
said traction company of and from any and 
all liability, claims and demands of every 
kind and character that he, the said em- 
ployee, ever had against the said traction 
company to date, and especially from all 
claims and demands of any nature arising 
out of or due to the accident aforesaid, said 
traction company hereby agreeing, in con- 
sideration of the foregoing, to employ said 
employee so long as satisfactory to it, and 
not otherwise. Witness the name of the parties 
this 30th day of Dec., 1905. James W. Hilli- 
goss. [Seal.] Indiana Union Traction Com- 
pany. [Seal.] By Ellis C. Carpenter, Claim 
Adjuster.” And it is alleged that the re- 
lease of the traction company was a full and 
complete release of the defendant, and judg- 
ment is demanded accordingly. It is an 
ancient and well-established rule, almost 
without exception in England and America, 
that for a single injury there can be but 
one recompense. When more than one unite 
in the commission of a wrong, each is re- 
sponsible for the acts of all, and for the 
whole damage; also, where separate and in- 
dependent acts of negligence by different per- 
sons concur in perpetrating a single injury, 
each is fully responsible for the trespass. 
Courts will not undertake to apportion the 
damage in such cases among the joint wrong- 
doers. The injured party has at his election 
his remedy against all or any number. Coo- 
ley on Torts (38d Ed.) p. 224. He may elect 
to look to one only, and, if he accepts from 
that one a benefit or property in satisfaction 
and release, he can go no further. He can- 
not have a sevond satisfaction. Having had 
a reparation from one who was responsible 
for all the damage and released him, all 
others who were jointly or jointly 2nd sever- 
ally liable are also released. One satisfac- 
tion is a bar to further proceedings on the 
s2me cause of action. Fleming v. Donald, 
50 Ind. 278, 19 Am. Rep. 711; Ashcraft v. 
Knoblock, 146 Ind. 169, 174, 45 N. E. 69. 
There is 2 clear distinction, however, recog- 
nized by the courts between a “satisfaction” 
and a “release” growing out of the right of 
the injured party to choose whether he will 
seek redress against all or a less number of 
those jointly liable to him. On the one hand, 
a naked promise not to sue, an action against 
a part only of the joint tort-feasors, and a 
forgiveness of the others, or a formal re- 
lease, unsupported by a consideration, will 
in neither case operate as a release of those 
not favored. In other words, a release in 
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fact may be given to a part of the joint tres- 
passers, although no part of the damage has 
been paid, and those not released held liable 
for the whole. On the other hand, a con- 
tract, which purports to be a satisfaction 
and release of a wrongdoer jointly liable 
with others, to be effective, must clearly 
show that the injured party for a considera- 
tion has surrendered to the party in whose 
favor the contract runs all claim for recom- 
pense for and on account of the trespass 
complained of. If it does so appear, there 
can be no further proceeding, for the right 
of action for the wrong is forever gone. Miller 
v. Beck, 108 Iowa, 575, 582, 79 N. W. 
344; Brown v. City of Cambridge, 85 Mass. 
474; Hartigan v. Dickson, 81 Minn. 284, 83 
N. W. 1091; Eastman v. Grant, 34 Vt. 387; 
Seither v. Traction Co., 125 Pa. 397, 17 Atl. 
338, 4 L. R. A. 54, 11 Am. St. Rep. 905; 
McBride vy. Scott, 132 Mich. 176, 93 N. W. 
243, 61 L. R. A. 445, 102 Am. St. Rep. 416; 
Dulaney v. Buffum, 173 Mo. 1, 73 S. W. 125; 
Ducey v. Patterson, 37 Colo. 216, 86 Pac, 
109, 9 L. R. A. (N. S.) 1066, 119 Am. St. Rep. 
284; Abb v. Railroad Co., 28 Wash. 428, 68 
Pac. 954, 58 L. R. A. 293, 92 Am. St. Rep. 
864; Allen v. Ruland, 79 Conn. 405, 65 Atl. 
138, 118 Am. St. Rep. 146; Butler v. Ash- 
worth, 110 Cal. 614, 618, 43 Pac. 4, 386; Coo- 
ley on Torts (3d Ed.) p. 235. 

Appellee insists that this answer proceeds 
upon the single theory of a release and that 
it is not good upon that theory, because it 
pleads facts to show that the traction com- 
pany, to whom the release was executed, was 
not a joint tort-feasor, and was not in any 
way liable to appellee, and, further, that it 
fails to show that the appellee ever made any 
claim for damages against the company on 
account of his iniury. To sustain this con- 
tention he relies on K. & I. Bridge Co. v. 
Hall, 125 Ind. 220, 25 N. E. 219. In the Hall 
Case the answer of release was traversed, 
and the question before the court was one 
of evidence, and not of pleading. It is said 
at page 223 of 125 Ind., at page 220 of 25 
N. E.: “No question was raised as to the 
sufficiency of the second paragraph of answer, 
and hence we are not called upon to consider 
it.’ Neither a copy nor any part of the con- 
tents of the release is given, and in comment- 
ing on the evidence the court says: “But the 
evidence fails to show that he ever made any 
demand against the company (released) for 
damages on account of the injury, or ever 
claimed that it was in any way responsible 
for the accident, and the circumstances 
proven show the contrary. * * From the 
evidence before them the jury might well 
conclude that the (released company) was in 





no way responsible for the accident, and, if 
not, there was no joint liability to which the 
rule that the release of one joint wrongdoer 
has the effect to discharge all others can 
apply.” Under the meager facts given in the 
case relied on, we cannot accept it as an 
authority, for reason that will be developed 
as we proceed. With reference to the re- 
leasor and releasee, it may be said that the 
courts will not permit one who has suffered 
a wrong to profit by the fears of those who 
occupy a position to subject them to suspicion 
of being the wrongdoers, and who are willing 
to buy their peace rather than run a risk at 
law. One who compromises a claim does not 
necessarily admit that the claim was well 
founded, buf the one who receives the con- 
sideration is precluded from denying that it 
was. So it may be said that when a pre- 
tended claim for a tort has been settled by 
treaty, and satisfaction rendered the claimant 
by one so connected with the trespass as to 
be reasonably subject to an action and pos- 
sible liability as a joint tort-feasor, the satis- 
faction rendered will release all who may be 
liable, whether the one released was liable 
or not. In such a case it is not necessary 
that it should appear that the party making 
the settlement was in fact liable. It will be 
deemed sufficient if there is an appearance of 
liability; that is, something in the nature of 
a claim on the one hand and a possible 
liability under the rules of the Jaw on the 
other. Miller v. Beck & Co., 108 Iowa, 575, 
79 N. W. 344; Leddy v. Barney, 139. Mass. 
394, 2 N. E. 107; Hubbard v. Railroad Co., 
173 Mo. 249, 72 S. W. 1073; Hartigan v. Dick- 
son, 81 Minn. 284, 83:-N: W. 1091; Denver, etc., 
Ry. Co. v. Sullivan, 21 Colo. 302, 41 Pac. 501; 
Tompkins v. Railroad Co., 66 Cal. 163, 4 Pac. 
1165; Abb v. Railway Co., 28 Wash. 428, 68 
Pac. 954, 58 L. R. A. 293, 92 Am. St. Rep. 864; 
Pickwick v. McCauliff, 193 Mass. 70, 75, 78 
N. E. 730. In the Iowa case supra, it is said 
at page 578 of 108 Iowa, at page 345 of 79 N. 
W.: “In accordance with this rule, it has 
frequently been held that the validity and 
effect of a release of a cause of action does 
not depend upon the validity of the cause of 
action, and that, if the claim is made against 
one, and it is satisfied, all who may be liable 
are discharged whether the one released be 
liable or not.” From the Leddy Casé, supra. 
we quote from page 397 of 139 Mass., at page 
108 of 2 N. E., as follows: “The rule that a 
release of a cause of action to one of several 
persons applies to a release given to one 
against whom a claim is made, although he 
may not be’ in fact liable. The validity and 
effect of < release of a cause of action do not 
depend on the vaildity of the cause of action. 
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If a claim is made against one, and released, 
all who may be liable are discharged, whether 
the one released was liable, or not.” The 
text above is quoted with approval in Denver, 
ete., Ry. Co. v. Sullivan, 21 Colo. 302, 41 Pac. 
501. It is also said by Judge Cooley, in his 
excellent work on Torts (3d Ed.) p. , 235: 
“Therefore, if he [the injured party] accept 
the satisfaction made by one, that is a bar 
to all. And so a release of one releases all, 
although the release expressly stipulates that 
the other defendants shall not be released. 
And this rule is held to apply, even though 
the one released was not in fact liable.” It 
was not necessary to aver in the answer a 
demand or an avowed claim for dam- 
age against the traction company as a basis 
for the release agreement. The agreement is 
made a part of the answer, and provides that, 
in consideration of the agreement of said 
traction company to re-employ the plaintiff, 
the “said James W. Hilligoss agrees to and 
does hereby receipt, release, and forever dis- 
charge the said traction company of and from 
any and all liabilities, claims, and demands 
of every character that he, the said employee, 
ever had against said traction company to 
date and especially from all claims and de- 
mands of any nature arising out of, or due 
to the accident aforesaid.” As against such 
an acknowledgment, and the receipt and re- 
tention of the consideration, the plaintiff will 
not be heard to say that he had no claim 
against the traction company. Brown v. Czxm- 
bridge, 85 Mass. 474, 476; Tompkins v. R. R. 
Co., 66 Cal. 164, 167, 4 Pac. 1165. - Neither 
can he be heard to complain that there was 
a want of or an inadequate, consideration. 
His recoverable damage if any at all, was 
unliquidated and uncertain. It might be much 
or little, and whatever consideration he ac- 
cepted as satisfaction for what he surrendered 
will be held as adequate. That he accepted 
appellant’s covenant for re-employment in sat- 
isfaction is incontrovertible from the language 
of the release, and that was a sufficient con- 
sideration. The payment of full wages for a 
month, without regard to the ability of the 
injured party to earn it, has been held a 
sufficient consideration to support a release. 
Jackson v. Penn. R. Co., 66 N. J. Law, 319, 
322, 49 Atl. 730, 55 L. R. A. 87; Aljlen v. 
Ruland, 79 Conn. 405, 65 Atl. 138, 118 Am, St. 
Rep. 146. It was said in this last case, at 
page 412 of 79 Conn., at page 140 of 65 Atl. 
(118 Am. St. Rep. 146), that “whether the 
* gum was large or small was immaterial, since 
the demand extinguished was wholly unliqui- 
dated.” The facts pleaded in the answer 
show at least the semblance of a right of 
action in favor of appellee against the trac- 





tion company. As we have seen, this is 
enough to uphold the release. - 

We think the demurrer should have been 
overruled. There are numerous other ques- 
tions reserved that we leave unconsidered, as 
they are not likely to arise again. 

The judgment is reversed, with instructions 
to overrule the demurrer to the second para- 
graph of answer, and for further proceedings 
not inconsistent with this opinion. 


Note.—Limitations Upon the Rule of Release 
of all Joint Tort Feasors by the Release of One. 
—It will appear in this annotation that this mat- 
ter has been made the subject of statutory regu- 
lation in some states. But it is greatly doubted 
whether the rule is altogether as broad as the 
principal case rules. Thus the following state- 
ment by a Federal Circuit Judge (Pittsburg R. 
Co. v. Chapman, 145 Fed. 886, 76 C. €. A. 418), 
was approved by the Third Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals: “Neither the pleading or the evidence aver- 
red or showed any joint negligence or joint lia- 
bility of the defendant and the Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Company. The negligence of the de- 
fendant averred in the statement and established 
by the proof was the act of placing its wires an 
unsafe distance along the railroad tracks. This 
was a positive act of commission, in the doing of 
which the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Company 
had no part. It may be the latter company was 
also liable to the plaintiff in failing to notify him 
of the presence of the wire, but such liability, if 
it existed, is based on different grounds, name- 
ly, a negative act of omission by the railroad and 
not a positive act of commission. It suffices to 
say that it is not shown the Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad was liable as a joint tort feasor, and in 
the absence of such proof, the burden of showing 
which is on the defendant, a release of the Bal- 
timore & Ohio Railroad by the plaintiff did not 
release the defendant. Thomas y. Railroad Co., 
194 Pa. 574, 45 Atl. 344.” The cause of action 
arose in Pennsylvania and it may or not be the 
court felt obligated to follow Pennsylvania ruling 
or whether what is said is its independent judg- 
ment in a matter of “general law.” The court 
of appeals stresses the position that there being 
two different acts of negligence, if the railroad 
was negligent at all, one was not joint tort feasor 
with the other. The principal case says the rule 
of release applies “also where separate and in- 
dependent acts of negligence by different persons 
concur in perpetrating a single injury, each is 
fully responsible for the trespass.” The federal 
court appears to require that both acts must also 
be of the same character, that is, not one posi- 
tive and the other negative—not one commission 
and the other omission. The Pennsylvania case 
cited does not discuss this question, but merely 
holds that the burden of proof is one who shows 
a release that the releasee was liable, a holding 
which is also not in accord with the principal case, 
as it says: “It will be deemed sufficient if there 
is an appearance of liability, that is, something 
in the nature of a claim on the one hand and a 
possible liability under the rules of law on the 
other.” This declaration is what might be 
thought indefinite, especially as it had been al- 
ready stated that: “One who compromises a claim 
does not necessarily admit that the claim was 
well founded, but the oneswho receives the con- 
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sideration is precluded from denying that it 
was,” and “it is not necessary that it should ap- 
pear that the party making the settlement was 
liable.” 

The Missouri Supreme Court may be said to be 
much more in accord with the principal case. 
Thus after stating that “it is settled law in this 
state that a release of one of two joint tort fea- 
sors releases the other,” goes on to say: “But it 
insisted that the N. D. Thompson Publishing 
Co. and defendant were not joint tort feasors and 
the above rule cannot be invoked. It may be 
conceded that in strict law the Thompson Com- 
pany was not a joint tort feasor with defendant 
* * * but is the rule above announced confined 
to joint tort feasors in a strict sense? * 

We think the rule has a much more extended ap- 
plication and applies to torts for which an in- 
jured party has an election to sue one or more 
parties severally.” Chicago Herald Co. v. Bryan, 
195 Mo. 574, 92 S. W. 502. In Alabama the 
theory seems as recognized in Missouri and es- 
pecially that no such distinction is recognized as 
that stated in the Federal case supra. Thus the 
case of Home Telephone Co. v. Fields, 43 So. 
711, held that in an act of omission the release 
of the tort feasor thus negligent operated in 
favor of the tort feasor who committed an act, 
but under the Alabama statute this release was, 
according to intention, merely a release pro tanto. 
The Pennsylvania rule of burden to show releasee 
was negligent, has been said in an Iowa case 
“clearly” not to be the law. Snyder v. Mutual 
Telephone Co., 112 N. W. 776. In Massachu- 
setts the rule seems very much as laid down in 


the principal case and as stated by Missouri’ 


Supreme Court. There must be some possible 
liability. Therefore, where there was a release 
against the commonwealth, this did not release 
the other wrong-doer, on the principle also that 
“a gift from one of the joint tort feasors will 
not operate as a bar to a recovery against the 
others.” Pickwick v. McCauliff, 193 Mass. 70, 
78 N. E. 730. A late Texas case goes largely 
into a review of decisions as to releases and 
seems to hold that there must have been liability 
on the part of the releasee, especially if there 
was no intent that the release should operate in 
favor of others and where the releasor had never 
actually claimed the releasee was liable. The 
case says as to intent that it is true “that if 
money is accepted from a stranger in full set- 
tlement of the claim against the real offender, 
that it will estop the party accepting it from ob- 
taining any further sum, but it seems utterly un- 
reasonable to hold that it will be a bar to a suit 
in the very face of the fact that the parties con- 
templated exactly the opposite effect from their 
transaction with each other.” El Paso & S. R. 
Co. v. Darr, 93 S. W. 166. ‘ 

New York courts have ruled even more strong- 
ly as to release of “a stranger in no wise joined 
in liability with the defendant,” not affecting the 
status of the actual wrong-doers than any other 
state. Hirschfield v. Alsberg, 93 N. Y. Supp. 
617; Atlantic Deck Co. v. The Mayor, 53 N. Y. 
64. And this state also as strongly takes the 
ground that the intent in giving the yelease should 
have fullest effect as in any other state. It is 
said such a reservation is in the nature of a 
covenant not one of importancé only to the party 
released, Gilbert v. Finck, 173 N. Y. 455, 66 N 
E. 133, 61 L. R. A. 807, 93 Am. St. Rep. 623. 





_ It was not intended by this annotation to go 
into the question, as to which the courts seem 
hopelessly divided, of the effect of the reserva- 
tion above referred to. Much discussion has 
appeared in the opinions of the judges, those 
holding that the reservation is unavoidable as 
preventing the rule of release for all operating on 
the theory of one satisfaction for a tort should 
suffice, while the other believes in’ allowing full- 
est right of contract between contracting parties. 
It will suffice to refer, here to a very extensive 
note in 58 L. R. A. 293, which begins with the 
common law aspect of this question, and con- 
tinues with the citation and discussion of a great 
number of American cases. 

In concluding this we wish to say that the 
distinction between negligence by commission and 
that by omission, supra, seems not to have at- 
tracted attention elsewhere, and for ourselves we 
are utterly unable to discover any plausible basis 
for it to rest upon. Such a pronouncement as 
was made by the federal circuit court and ap- 
proved by the third circuit court of appeals seems 
to us to stand in a class by itself. 


N. C. COLLIER. 








JETSAM AND FLOTSAM. 





ASSIGNMENTS OF LEADING MEMBERS OF 
THE NEW YORK BAR TO REPRESENT IN- 
DIGENT DEFENDANTS. 





Judge Warren W. Foster is now presiding in 
Part I, general sessions, where all the criminals, 
rich and poor that are caught within the con- 
fines of New York are first arraigned after in- 
dictment. Because of the hard times in crimi- 
nal circles at the present period few of the 
crooks caught nowadays have the necessary 
means to retain a lawyer, and ask the court to 
assign counsel to them. 

In olden days Sam Feldman, Barney Mitnick, 
and Capt. Canton, “the poor man’s lawyers,” 
were always detailed to look out for the interest 
of the penniless crooks. Not so any more. Un- 
der the present reform methods instituted by 
Judge Foster, the poor crook is defended by 
learned and wealthy barristers with palatial 
offices in Wall street, lawyers who have grown 
rich from heavy retainers from corporations. 
Such men as Philip McCook of 15 William street; 
Alfred C. Coxe, Jr., of 2 Rector street; Theron 
R. Strong, of 49 Wall street; Gedrge L. Lewis, 
of 42 Broadway, and numerous others can now 
be heard in the halls of the honorable and 
ancient court of general sessions making the 
walls ring with their eloquence in defense of 
the penniless crook, accused perhaps of the 
larceny of a tin pail to fill with beer. 

Thomas Thacher, the great corporatidbn lawyer 
of 62 Cedar street, whose fees are seldom less 
than $1,000 a day when he appears in court, 
was assigned by Judge Foster to conduct the 
defense of an unfortunate woman arrested for 
shoplifting. Herbert King Stockton was as- 
signed to look out for the interests of a brace 
of young East Side toughs indicted for the lar- 
ceny of 15 cents, in true highwayman style from 
a farmer in Gansevoort Market. Mr. Stockton 
invited several ragged friends of his new clients 
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to visit him in his office, at 96 Broadway, an 
office that is used daily for the meeting of 
wealthy directors of big corporations. 

Altogether, Judge Foster has assigned nearly 
a score of these wealthy corporation lawyers to 
defend penniless crooks. None of the lawyers 
assigned have refused the request, and they ap- 
rarently take as much interest in their penni- 
less clients as they do in the cases where they 
are paid $10,000 fees—New York World. 

(The above news item is of more than passing 
importance. It reflects considerable honor not 
only upon the profession of New York city but 
of the whole country. When loose charges are 
made that the practice of law is imbued solely 
by sordid considerations and that the old time 
honor had departed to give place to the “spirit 
of the age,” financial gain, it is refreshing to 
be informed that !awvers of large practice in 
the largest commercial center in the country 
are not unwilling to perform those duties which 
every lawyer owes to his profession and which 
do not result in private emolument. Let the 
critics of the profession retire, and let proper 
honor come to those lawyers who uphold the 
best tradition of the profession even at the ex- 
pense of personal gain.—Ed.) 








BOOK REVIEWS. 





HAIGHT’S QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS FOR 
BAR EXAMINATION REVIEW. é 

The second edition of the above work follows 
after a ten years’ interval, during which it is 
said legal instructors the world over gave tke 
first edition their approval. The work has 
been by this second edition considerabiy en- 
larged by the addition of other subjects. We 
notice that the authors support the answers 
with considerable citation of authority. The 
real usefulness af a book like this should be 
rather to teach the candidate for admission to 
the bar along the line of principle than encour- 
age him to attempt a parrot-like performance in 
slipping by the examiner. The questions cho- 
sen and answered appear to fairly tend to the 
former without encouraging the latter. 

The book is in one volume of 582 pages, bound 
in buckram and published by Baker, Voorhis & 
Co., New York. 1909. 


STREET’S FEDERAL EQUITY PRACTICE. 

Prof. Thomas Atkins Street, of the University 
of Missouri has produced a very complete and 
well arranged work, in three volumes of 2,100 
pages on the above subject. As would be 
naturally supposed, his authorities are confined 
very greatly to federal cases, except that Eng- 
lish Chancery are cited where American cases 
leave propositions obscure. The field for this 
work on equity has grown until it needs exclu- 
sive treatment in a way for ready utility by the 
practitioner. The further we get away from 
distinctions between courts as being law and 
equity courts, the more we need a work cov- 
ering the practice in equity in federal tribunals. 
A title like this carries great attractiveness 
from the standpoint of the working library of 
a law office. These volumes are bound in calf 
and published by Edward Thompson Company. 
1909. 





WOODMAN’S LAW OF TRUSTEES IN BANK- 
RUPTCY. 

This work, by Albert S. Woodman, of the 
Maine Bar appears to be not only a very excel- 
lent publication in the way of a guide to trus- 
tees in bankruptcy in the performance of their 
duties, and also an excellent discussion and re- 
view of questions decided in bankruptcy cases. 
It is, not as the title might imply, a sort of 
book for laymen who may wish to dabble in 
legal matters without incurring counsel fees, 
but it is a book which, while instructing law 
officers as to their duties, measures up to the 
standard of a strict legal publication. Its addi- 
tional merit is that it places in handy form all 
questions affecting the administration of a 
bankrupt’s estates, which is that in which the 
creditor, the bankrupt and others are very much 
concerned. The book seems to be from a stand- 
point that is worthy of special treatment. 

This book is in a single volume of 1100 pages 
and published by Little, Brown & Co., Boston, 
Mass. 1908. Binding Buckram. 








HUMOR OF THE LAW. 


We are justly proud of our jury system, but 
the twelve “good men and true” are not always 
the wisest of mankind. At a recent session a 
prisoner was indicted for pocket-picking, and to 
most people in court the clearest possible case 
Was made out by the prosecution. 

“Have you anything you would like to tell the 
jurv before they retire?” said the judge. 

“Well, all 1 wanter say is, I hopes as ’ow 
they’ll give me the benefit of the doubt,” replied 
the prisoner, despondently. 

The jury considered their verdict; they were 
no little time over it. 

“Can I assist you in any way, gentlemen?” 
said the judge, at last becoming impatient. 

“We are almost agreed, me lud,” said the fore- 
man, “but we can’t quite understand what the 
doubt is the prisoner wishes us to give him the 
benefit of.” 


A story said to be characteristic, is told of an 
Arkansas judge. It seems that when he convened 
court at one of the towns on his circuit it was 
found that no pens, ink, or paper had been pro- 
vided, and, upon inquiry, it developed that no 
country funds were available for this purpose. 
The judge expressed himself somewhat forceful- 
ly, then drew some money from his own pocket. 
He was about to hand this to the clerk, when a 
visiting lawyer, a high-priced, imported article, 
brought on to defend a case of some importance, 
spoke up, in an aside plainly audible over the 
room: 

“Well,” he remarked, with infinite contempt, 
“I've seen some pretty bad courts, but this—well, 
this is the limit!” 

“You are fined $25 for contempt, sir! Hand 
the money to the clerk!” he said, and when the 
pompous visitor had humbly complied, he con- 
tinued: 

“Now, Mr. Clerk, go out and get what pens, 
ink and paper the court may require, and if there 
is any left over, you can give the gentleman his 


change.” j 
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1. Abatement and Revival—Actions Prema- 


turely Brought.—The objection that An action 
is premature can be raised only by a plea in 
abatement or special demurrer.—Gate City Fire 
Ins. Co. v. Thornton, Ga., 63 S. E. 638. 

2. Account—Defenses.—An account stated is 
a good plea in bar of an action for an account- 
ing.—Mersereau v. Bennet, N. Y., 87 N. E. 20. 

3. Adverse Possession—Payment of Taxes.— 
There was no payment of taxes on land, so as 
to give title thereto by adverse possession un- 
der the five-year statute, where the description 
in the assessment was of other lands.—Sharpe 
v. Kellogg, Tex., 116 S. W. 401. 

4, Appeal and Error—Findings of Court.— 
Where the question whether the repairs to a 
sidewalk were substantially performed was left 
for the trial court to determine from a personal 
inspection, his finding is conclusive on appeal. 
—McCormack v. O’Connor, 114 N. Y. Supp. 1030. 

5. Appearance—Special Appearance.—A de- 
fendant may appear specially to deny the court’s 
jurisdiction over his person, and, by doing so, 
does not lose the right to contest the court’s 
jurisdiction.—Holcomb v. Kelly, 114 N. Y. Supp. 
1048. 

6. Arbitration and Award—Exceptions to 
Award.—Where the party excepting to an award 
of arbitrators also appealed, the appeal remand- 
ed the cause to the common pleas, and thére- 
after it was immaterial what disposition was 
made of the exceptions, so far as it affected the 
subsequent trial.—Burns v. Pennsylvania R. 
Co., Pa., 71 Atl. 1054. 

7. Attachment—On Contingent Liability——An 
amount not due a contractor until the comple- 
tion of a building contract held not subject to 
attachment before the completion of the con- 
tract—Herman & Grace v. City of New York, 
114 N. Y. Supp. 1107. 

8. Attorney and Client—Extrinsic Evidence 
Affecting Writing.—Where defendant, sued for 
divorce, prepared a writing under the terms 
of which he was willing to execute a separa- 





tion agreement and gave it to his attorney in 
the divorce suit to conclude negotiations, his 
liability under the agreement cannot be extend- 
ed by unauthorized statements of his attorney 
contrary to the written agreement prepared and 
signed by defendant.—Joseph v. Platt, 114 N. Y¥. 
Supp. 1065. 


9. Bail—Bond.—The order of the court di- 
recting the sheriff to accept a bail bond in a 
criminal case may be given orally.—State v. 
Bertrand, La., 48 So. 302. 


10. Bankruptcy—Preferences.—A creditor has 
reasonable cause to believe that a deed to him 
by insolvent was intended as a preference over 
other creditors if he had knowledge or notice 
of facts sufficient to put a reasonably cautious, 
prugent person upon inquiry.—Whitwell v. 
Wright, 115 N. Y. Supp. 48. 


11. Banks and Banking—Bank Deposits.—The 
assignees of a bank for the benefit of its credi- 
tors may apply a bank deposit to the payment 
of a debt due the bank by the depositor.—Wal- 
lace v. Estill County Deposit Bank, Ky., 116 8. 
W. 351. 


12. Bills and Notes—Consideration.—Commer- 
cial paper is presumed to be founded upon a 
consideration, and especially is this true where 
there is a recital of “value received” or the in- 
strument is under seal.—Bing v. Bank of King- 
ston, Ga., 63 S. E. 652. . 


13. Transfer.—An undated indorsement up- 
on a negotiable note transferring it will be 
presumed to have been made before its ma- 
turity.—Baeskins v. Valdosta Bank & Trust Co., 
Ga., 63 S. E. 648. 

14. Brokers—Right to Commissions.—Land 
is sold within a parol contract employing a 
broker to procure a purchaser to sell land when 
the vendor and purchaser procured by him en- 
ter into a bindmg contract of sale and purchase. 
—Sanderson v. Wellsford, Tex., 116 S. W. 382. 

15. Carriers—Carriage of Goods.—A _ rea- 
sonable charge may be imposed by carriers by 
rail on consignees, independent of statute or 
express contract, for the detention of cars be- 
yond a reasonable time.—Erie R. Co. v. Waite, 
114 N. Y. Supp. 1115. 

16. Carriage of Live Stock.—A contract 
with a railroad for the transportatign of horses, 
which permitted the shipper to accompany the 
horses and to look after and feed them, held not 
to make the stock car a place for his transporta- 
tion when not caring for the horses.—Bruce v. 
Chicago, B. & Q. Ry. Co., Mo., 116 S. W. 447. 

47: Custom.—Evidence of a witness who 
had traveled on a train about once a month 
for more than a year held not sufficient to prove 
custom on the part of the trainmen in calling 
stations or announcing change of cars.—South- 
ern Ry. Co. v. Wooley, Ala., 48 So. 369. 

18. Duty Toward Trespasser.—A _ carrier 
held not Mable for injury to a trespasser by a 
sudden jerk of the train as he was attempting 
to alight, where the train crew did not know of 
his presence.—Fretwell v. Seaboard Air Line 
Ry., Ga., 63 S. E. 637. 

19. Liability for Lost Shipment.—Where 
goods never arrived at destination, the pre- 
sumption is that the initial carrier lost them. 
—Southern Ry. Co. v. I. M. Frank & Co., Ga., 63 
S. E. 656. 

20. Liability of Connecting Carrier.—Pre- 
sumptions that last connecting carrier receiv- 
ed shipment in good order may be rebutted by 
evidence that they were received in bad order. 
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—Georgia, F. & A. Ry. Co. v. W. H. Stanton & 
Co., Ga., 63 S. E. 655. 

21. Liability of Initial Carrier.—Initial car- 
rier shipping goods over a line other than that 
selected by the shipper held liable for loss or 
damage to the goods.—Southern Ry. Co. v. I. M. 
Frank & Co., Ga., 63 S. E. 656. 


22. Passenger Elevators.—A person operat- 
ing a passenger elevator used to carry persons 
from floor to floor in a store building must ex- 
ercise a high degree of care in transporting 
passengers.—Steiskal v. Marshall Field & Co., 
Ill., 87 N. E. 117. 


23. Transportation of Articles of Unusual 
Value.—Where a shipper fraudulently causes 
a package of large value to be shipped as* of 
small value, and a loss occurs, the carrier is 
discharged from all liability.—Southern Express 
Co. v. Pope, Ga., 63 S. E. 809. 

24. Cemeteries—Certificate of Shares.—Under 
Laws 1847, p. 125, c. 133 (Laws 1879, p. 155, c. 
107), and the general “Membership Corporation 
Act” of 1895 (Laws 1895. p. 329, c. 559), rule of 
estoppel rendering stock corporation liable in 
damages to purchasers in good faith of non- 
negotiable certificates of stock, issued in ex- 
cess of authorized amount by officer of the cor- 
poration, held not to apply to cemetery associa- 
tion not organized for pecuniary profit.—Ameri- 
can Exch. Nat. Bank v. Woodlawn Cemetery, N. 
Y., 87 N. E. 107. ’ 

25. Chattel Mortgages—Registration.—A re- 
eital tn a mortgage of a piano that it was free 
from all incumbrances, except for an amount 
named, due a piano company, held not a waiver 
of a want of registration of such incumbrance. 
—North State Piano Co. v. Spruill & Bro., N. C., 
63 S. E. 723. 


26. Validity as to Creditors.—A mortgage 
given by a corporation to its officers to secure 
a pre-existing debt, and covering all the prop- 
erty, held. as to a stock of goods which was 
being continually depleted and renewed and 
possession whereof was retained by the corpor- 
ation, void as to other creditors.—Edwards v. 
Snow Hill Supply Co., N. C., 63 S. E. 742. 


27. Compromise and Settlement—Novation.— 
Compromise is a species of novation, and it is 
a condition that neither the original claim nor 
the subsequent agreement shall be illegal.— 
Wadsworth v. Board of Sup’rs of Livingston 
County, N. Y., 87 N. E. 8. 


28. Constitutional Law—Governmental Pow- 
ers and Functions.—The will of the Legisla- 
ture enacted into law and expressed clearly and 
unmistakably as to subjects within its province 
will be enforced regardless of its expediency, 
wisdom. or justice, which is for the Legislature 
to determine alone.—Snyder v. Thieme & Wag- 
ner Brewing Co., Ind., 87 N. E. 155. 

29.——Retroactive Laws.—Const. 1901, Sec. 22, 
being the only limitation on the enactment of 
retroactive laws, provides that no ex post facto 
laws shall be passed. Held that, inasmuch as 
ex post facto laws are necessarily penal laws, 
other laws are not unconstitutional merely be- 
cause they are retroactive.—Leahart v. Deed- 
meyer, Ala., 48 So. 371. 

30. Contractsa—Action for Breach.—If per- 
sons contract to do work for another on prem- 
ises not in his possession, which they knew, and 
they agree to obtain possession at their own ex- 
pense, ft would be a good defense to an action 
for damages based on the fact that they could 
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not obtain possession.—Indelli v. Lesster, 115 
N. Y. Supp. 46. 

31. Failure to Perform.—A party to a con- 
tract possible to be performed must do so, un- 
less performance is rendered impossible by act 
of God, the law, or the other party.—McCormick 
v. Jordon, W. Va., 63 S. E. 778. 

32. Mental Capacity.—Where the mental 
incapacity to contract is merely temporary, as 
when the party is under the influence of opiates, 
the contract is merely voidable, and hence may 
be affirmed or disaffirmed on the cessation of 
the temporary disability—Birmingham Ry., 
Light & Power Co. v. Hinton, Ala., 48 So. 546. 

33. Performance.—Recovery cannot be had, 
under a count averring performance, on proof 
of acceptance of substantial performance with 
knowledge that the contract had not been 
strictly performed.—Allen y. Burns, Mass., 87 
N. E. 194. 


34. Speculative Damages.—Party breach- 
ing a contract held not to be charged with dam- 
ages arising from special circumstances en- 
hancing the importance of the contract, unless 
he had notice of such circumstances.—Dickerson 
v. Finley, Ala., 48 So. 548. 

35. Time as the Essence.—Time is the es- 
sence of a building contract requiring comple- 
tion of the building on or before a specified 
date, where a delay means a loss of rents.—Mi- 
kolajewski v. Pugell, 114 N. Y. Supp. 1048. 

36. Corporations—Right of Stockholder to 
Sue.—To entitle a stockholder to sue, he must 
not only show that the directors have refused to 
do so, but that a majority of the stockholders 
heve refused to act.—Ward v. Hotel Randolph 
Co., W. Va., 63 S. E. 613. 

37. Suit by Stockholder.—Equity has jur- 
isdiction of a suit by stockholder to compel a 
corporation to issue a certificate for the stock 
owned by him and for an accounting for divi- 
dends.—Snyder vy. Charleston & S. Bridge Co., 
W. Va., 63 S. E. 616. 

38. Regulations.—Though corporations are 
entitled to the protection of the state and fed- 
eral Constitutions, they may be dealt with dif- 
ferently from natural persons; their charters 
being subject to amendment or repeal at the 
legislative will.—State v. Jackson Cotton Oil 
Co., Miss., 48 So. 300. 

39. Corporate Names.—Names of corpora- 

tions held not similar.—Salvation Army in 
United States v. American Salvation Army, 114 
N. Y. Supp. 1039. 
Authority of Agents.——When one cor- 
poration makes use of another as its instru- 
ment, the principal corporation is represented 
by the agents of the sub-corporation, and its 
liability is the same as if it had done the busi- 
ness in its own name.—St. Louis & S. F. R. Co. 
v. Sizemore, Tex., 116 S. W. 403. 

41. Chattel Mortgages.—A mortgage, exe- 
cuted by a corporation on all the corporate prop- 
erty to secure the president and two of the di- 
rectors against loss as indorsers on notes there- 
tofore given by the corporation for borrowed 
money, held not a valid lien as to other credi- 
tors.—Edwards v. Snow Hill Supply Co., N. C., 
63 S. E. 742. 

42. Foreign Corporations.—Where a domes- 
tic corporation becomes a stockholder in a for- 
eign corporation, the liability of the domestic 
corporation to creditors of the foreign corpora- 
tion must be determined by the laws of the for- 
eign state—Mountain Lake Land Co. v. Blair, 
Va., 63 S. E. 751. 
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43. Stockholder’s Liability.—Creditors of. a 
corporation may compel payment of the stock 
subscribed, so far as it is necessary for the 
satisfaction of the debts due by the company, 
as the whole subscribed capital is a trust fund 
for the payment of creditors when the company 
becomes insolvent.—Mountain Lake Land Co. v. 
Blair, Va., 63 S. E. 751. 

44. Action to Enforce Stockholder’s Liabil- 
ity.—In an action by a creditor to enforce the 
liability of a stockholder on unpaid stock sub- 
scriptions, other creditors or other stockholders 
are not necessary parties.—Mountain Lake Land 
Co. v. Blair, Va., 63 S. E. 751. 

45. Void Organization.—If defendant oc- 
ecupied premises of a corporation acting under 
a void charter under an agreement to pay rent, 
the liability can be enforced in some appropri- 
ate proceeding, but not in a suit by the corpora- 
tion.—Imperial Bldg. Co. v. Chicago Open Board 
of Trade, Ill., 87 N. E. 167. 

46. Right of Stockholder.—It must clearly 
appear that a stock holder has first applied to 
the corporate authorities to redress misappro- 
priation of funds, before he may maintain a 
bill in equity —Ward vy. Hotel Randolph Co., W. 
Va., 63 S. E. 613. 

47. Criminal Law—Conviction of Principal.— 
A verdict of guilty against the principal thief, 
is, upon the trial of an accessory, prima facie 
evidence of the principal’s guilt, but is not con- 
clusive.—Snow v. State, Ga., 63 S. E. 651. 

48. Sale of Liquor.—Sale of barrel of whis- 
ky to person forming a club of persons desir- 
ing to divide the barrel held to constitute sep- 
arate offenses of selling liquors in less quanti- 
ties than permitted by law as to the purchaser 
of the barrel as well as those forming the club. 
—Wathen, Mueller & Co. v. Commonwealth, Ky., 
116 S. W. 339. 

49. Warrants.—Under Cr. Code 1896, Sec. 
5208, relating to warrants, held, that a warrant 
issued by a justice of the peace, but signed by 
him as an individual, and not in any official 
character, or with the initials of his office, which 
nowhere appear thereon, was invalid.—Reach v. 
Quinn, Ala., 48 So. 540. he 

50. Criminal Trial—Continuance.—A motion 
by accused for a continuance for absent wit- 
nesses should not be denied where subpoenas 
were delivered in due time to the sheriff, with 
full directions as to the whereabouts of the 
witnesses.—Paulk v. State, Ga., 63 S. E. 659. 

51. Damages—Duty to Minimize.—One must 
exercise reasonable care to minimize the dam- 
age which he may sustain on account of the 
wrongful acts of another, but is not bound to 
anticipate injury.—City of Garrett v. Winterich, 
Ind., 87 N. E. 161. 

52. Duty of Plaintiff to Minimize.—In an 
action for breach of contract, evidence that 
plaintiff could have minimized the damages 
after ascertaining that defendant was not go- 
ing to comply with his contract is admissible 
in rebuttal of plaintiff’s evidence as to damages 
sustained.—Dickerson v. Finley, Ala., 48 So. 548. 

53. Earning Capacity of Tramp.—That 
plaintiff suing for personal injuries was a 


























tramp, held material in considering damages. 


to his earning capacity.—Central of Georgia Ry. 
Co. v. Moore, Ga., 63 S. E. 642. 

54. Death—Wrongful Death.—Where a com- 
plaint for wrongful death was brought by an 
administrator for the benefit of decedent’s wid- 
ow.and children, it was no defense that one of 





the children was the person through whose 
negligence decedent was killed.—Cleveland, C. 
c. & St. L. Ry. Co. v. Bossert, Ind., 87. N. E. 
158. 

55. Deeds—Construction.—Where a deed to 
patented land contained the same erroneous 
calls as the patent to which it referred, which, 
in turn, referred to the certificate of survey 
and plat, the latter became a part of the de- 
scription and could be referred to to correct the 
erroneous calls in the deed.—Hensley v. Burt & 
Brabb Lumber Co., Ky., 116 S. W. 3816. 

56. Divoree—Collusion and Fraud.—The in- 
terest of the state in a divorce suit is in the 
court’s keeping; and, when it appears collusive 
or barred, it must, regardless of the pleadings, 
fully inquire on its own motion into the facts 
and circumstances, and act accordingly.—Yeager 
v. Yeager, Ind., 87 N. E. 144. 


67. Former Adjudication.—The acts of the 
prosecuting attorney, in appearing and filing 
pleas of former adjudication in a divorce case, 
might be done by any amicus curiae.—Yeager v. 
Yeager, Ind., 87 N. E. 144. 

58. Proof of Plaintiff's Residence.—No ex- 
press or formal proof of plaintiff’s residence in 
a divorce case is required by Burns’ Ann. St. 
1908, Sec. 1066, so long as the qualifications of 
the required number of witnesses is clearly 
shown, and their testimony, with proper infer- 
ences and presumptions, is sufficient to fully 
prove it to the court.—Blauser v. Blauser, Ind., 
87 N. E. 152. 

59. Easements—Light, Air and View.—One 
may erect on his own land a building which will 
cut off the view, light and air of the adjacent 
owner.—Crofford v. Atlanta, B. & A. R. Co., 
Ala., 48 So. 366. 


60. Eminent Domain—Injury to Property.— 
Owners of property who are merely deprived of* 
the right to travel over an alley which has been 
vacated by legislative act are not injured by a 
railroad constructing an embankment thereon. 
—Hall v. Atlanta, B. & A. R. Co., Ala., 48 So. 
365. 


61. Equity—Pleading.—Where a bill alleged 
complainant's title to land, defendant by demur- 
ring thereto admitted complainant’s title, and 
the court would consider it established without 
requiring resort to an action at law for that 
purpose.—Cragg v. Levinson, IIl., 87 N. E. 121. 

62. Estoppel—Acts Prejudicial to Third Party. 
—A person tacitly encouraging an act to be 
done held estopped’ to afterwards exercise his 
legal rights in opposition to such conduct.— 
Lazear v. Ohio Valley Steel Foundry Co., W. Va., 
63 S. E. 772. 3 


63. Conveyance Not in Conformity With 
Statute——A conveyance by a husband of his 
homestead, which does not conform with Code 
1907, Sec. 4161, requiring the signature of the 
wife, does not operate, as an estoppel against 
the husband.—Clark v. Bird, Ala., 48 So. 359. 

64. Knowledge of Facts.—A party is not 
estopped by statements as to his interest in 
property, made in ignorance of his rights.— 
Yazoo Lumber Co. v. Clark, Miss., 48 So. 516. 

65. Evidence—Best and Secondary.—A party 
sworn as a witness will not be required to 
answer as to the contents of a writing, access- 
ible by proper diligence, over objection that 
the writing is the best evidence.—Gate City 
Fire Ins. Co. v. Thornton, Ga., 63 S. E. 638. 

66. Bill of Sale.—A bill of sale, executed in 
the name of a corporation by its president and 
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general manager, held sufficiently executed to 





render it admissible in evidence.—Burgin v. 
Marx, Ala., 48 So. 348. 
67. Judicial Notice.—Judicial notice can- 


not be taken of the laws of a foreign state, 
which must be both pleaded and proved.—Elec- 
tro-Tint Engraving Co. v. American Handker- 
chief Co., N. Y., 87 N. E. 34. 

68. Judicial Notice—While a court will 
take judicial notice of who are justices of the 
peace, where a warrant is signed with the 
name of a justice of the peace only as an in- 
dividual, the court cannot take judicial notice 
that the signature is that of a justice of the 
peace.—Reach v. Quinn, Ala., 48 So. 540. 


69. Ownership of Property.—A person in 
possession of personalty will be presumed to be 
the owner until the contrary appears.—Gate 
City Fire Ins. Co. v. Thornton, Ga., 63 S. E. 638. 

70. Parol Evidence Affecting Writing.— 
Parol evidence as to the value of goods ex- 
pressed or as to conversations between the 
plaintiff's clerk and the defendant’s driver held 
inadmissible to vary the express receipt.—Jonas- 
son v. Weir, 115 N. Y. Supp. 6. 

71. Parol Evidence Affecting Writing.—The 
rule prohibiting parol evidence varying or mod- 
ifying a written agreement does not apply 
where the original contract was verbal and en- 
tire, and a part only was reduced to writing. 
—Indelli v. Lesster, N. Y., 87 N. E. 46. 

72. Executors and Administrators—Competen- 
cy of Witness.—Where a witness by his own 
admissions on the stand shows that he knows 
nothing about the matter as to which he is 
asked by a party introducing him to give his 
opinion, refusal to permit him to give his opin- 
ion is proper.—Galveston, H..& S. A. Ry. Co. v. 
Worth, Tex., 116 S. W. 365. 

73.——Petition to Sell Land.—Heirs can plead 
limitations against debts, to pay which the ad- 
ministrator petitions to sell land, as fully as 
he could plead it against the creditor.—Mat- 
thews v. Peterson, N. C., 63 S. E. 721. 

74. Recognition of Debt in Will.—Dividend 
on wife’s stock in her husband’s possession, 
together with other property for which he ad- 
mitted himself indebted in his will, and provid- 
ed for payment, held not to be credited on 
the debt: it not being part of the original debt. 
-—Harding’s Adm’r v. Harding, Ky., 116 S. W. 
305. 

75. Sale of Land.—Land belonging to min- 
or heirs, though benefited by an illegal sale of 
other property in which they were interested, 
held not subject to an equitable lien in favor 
of the purchaser for the price, on the sale being 




















vacated.—Vivion v. Nicholson, Tex., 116 S. W. 
386. 
76. Execution—Supplementary Proceedings. 


—An examination in supplementary proceed- 
ings may be had where the name of defendant 
is given as fictitious if there is added a descrip- 
tion identifying the person intended.—Simon v. 
Underwood, N. Y., 87 N. E. 65. 

77%. Explosives—Blasting.—One is liable for 
the throwing of rocks upon adjoining lands of 
another in blasting, regardless of negligence, as 
it is a trespass, and in other cases liability at- 
taches where the work has been done negli- 
gently.—Sloss-Sheffield Steel & Iron Co. v. Sal- 
ser, Ala., 48 So. 374. 


78. Fire Insurance—Avoidance of Policy. — 


The stipulation in a fire policy that it shall be 





void if the interest of insured be other than 
unconditional and sole ownership, or if the 
subject of insurance be a building on ground 
not owned by the insured in fee simple, is rea- 
sonable and valid, and a breach thereof, unless 
waived by the insurer, will excuse it from lia- 
bility.—Groce v. Phoenix Ins. Co., Miss., 48 So. 
298. 

79. Ownership of Property.—In an action 
on a fire policy, the burden is on the insurer 
to show that insured did not own the property. 
—Gate City Fire Ins. Co. v. Tharnton, Ga., 63 
S. E. 638. 

80. Fraud4, Statute of—Memorandum.—The 
memorandum of a contract within the statute 
of frauds may consist of separate writings, if 
so related that the particular paper signed by 
the party to be charged can be held an approv- 
al of the other documents in which the terms 
of the contract are set forth.—Gulfport Cotton 
Oil, Fertilizer & Mfg. Co. v. Reneau, Miss., 48 
So. 292. 

81. Sale of Real Estate.—Under the statute 
of frauds, a contract for the sale of land must 
express a valuable consideration, describe the 
subject-matter directly, or make reference to 
something outside of the writing by a resort to 
which certainty may be established.—Alabama 
Cent. R. Co. v. Long, Ala., 48 So. 363. 

82. Garnishment— Bank Deposits.— Where 
the defense against the attaching of a bank 
deposit is that the assignees of the bank had 
a right to apply the deposit to debts owing the 
bank, the fact of application should be pleaded. 








—Wallace y. Estill County Deposit Bank, Ky., 
116 S. W. 351. 

83. Guardian and Ward—Acquirement of 
Ward's Property.—A guardian assumes to act 


for parties whom the law declares without dis- 
cretion to act for themselves, and. if he ac- 
quires their property under circumstances rais- 
ing a strong suspicion of unfairness, the trans- 
action cannot be allowed to stand when assailed 
by his wards.—Brandau v. Greer, Miss., 48 So. 
519. 

84. Holidays—Publication of Statute.—A law 
published in the official journal on the 4th of 
July is promulgated within the intent of the 
Constitution.—State v. Bertrand, La., 48 So. 302. 

85. Homicide—Intent.—Lack of intent to 
commit murder may exist when accused shot, 
without any specific intent to kill, or where, if 
death had ensued from the wound, the homicide 
would have been manslaughter in some degree. 
Fallon v. State, Ga., 63 S. E. 806. 


86. Husband and Wife—Agreement as Land 
Boundaries.—Where the boundary between land 
constituting the community and homestead of 
a husband and wife and the land of the ad- 
jacent owner is in dispute an agreement be- 
tween the adjacent owner and the husband 
alone, fixing the boundary, is valid——Moreno v. 
Salazar, Tex., 116 S. W. 391. 


87. Indictment and Information—Sufficiency 
of Accusation.—An indictment must charge the 
acts constituting the offense directly, clearly, 
and precisely, and not argumentatively, inferen- 
tially, or by the process of exclusion.—Hark- 
ness v. State, Miss., 48 So. 294. 


“Ss. Injunction—Repeated Trespasses.—Where 
complainant’s rights are adjmitted, or have 
been established at law, held, that equity may 
interfere to prevent repeated trespasses, 
though committed or threatened by only one 
person, and though the threatened injury may 














XUM 


Vol. 68 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL ; 481 








not be irreparable.—Cragg v. Levinson, III., 
87 N. E. 121 

89. Intoxicating Liquors—Illegal Sale.—Sale 
of barrel of whisky to a person who formed a 
club to buy the barrel and divide it held not 
a sale by retail. where the seller and his agents 
had no intention of being parties to the distri- 
bution.— Wathen, Mueller & Co. v. Common- 
wealth, Ky., 116 S. W. 336. 

90. Landlord and Tenant—Leases.—The les- 
see of a hotel, including a barroom, held not 
entitled to a proportional abatement of the 
rental, because during the term a law is passed 
prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquor.— 
Lawrence v. White, Ga., 63 S. E. 631. 

91. Surrender of Possession.—A landlord, 
resuming possession or a control inconsistent 
with tenant’s right. held to discharge tenant 
from liability for future rent.—Gay v. Peake, 
Ga., 63 S. E. 650. 

92. Larceny—Hog Stealing.—It is error to 
refuse to charge that the theft of a dead hog 
does not constitute hog stealing.—Paulk  v. 
State, Ga., 63 S. E. 659. 

93. Libel and Slander—Judicial Proceedings. 
—A person making an affidavit in judicial pro- 
ceedings held a witness and protected from an 
action for defamatory statements to the same 
extent as if he had testified orally—Buschbaum 
v. Heriot, Ga., 63 S. E. 645. 

94. Privileged Communication.—No liabil- 
ity attaches for any statement of a witness un- 
less witness volunteers a false and malicious 
defamatory statement which is not pertinent.— 
Buschbaum v. Heriot, Ga., S. E. 645 

95. life Estates—Leases by Life Tenant.— 
Where life tenant rents the premises and dies 
with the rent unpaid, the remainderman is en- 
titled to the rent for the balance of the year 
after the death of the life tenant.—Butt v. 
Story, Ga., 63 S. E. 658. 

96. Life Insurance—Knowledge or Notice to 
Agent.—Statement as to his health,, made by 
insured to physician intrusted by the insurer 
with making the examination, held a statement 
made to the insurer.—Fair v. Metropolitan Life 
Ins. Co., Ga., 63 S. E. 812. 

97. Limitation of Actions—Fraud.—Silence 
of party committing a fraud held a fraudulent 
concealment, so that limitations do not run until 
the frand is discovered or might have been by 
ene care.—American Nat. Bank of Macon v. 
— & Deposit Co. of Maryland, Ga., 63 S. E. 











98 Mandamwe—Scerne ot Writ.—WMandamns 
is the appropriate remedy to enforce perfor- 
mance of an official duty which is both peremp- 
tory and explicit, but will not be granted to 
compel an act involving judgment and discre- 





v. Roard of Com’rs of Cherokee County, N. C., 
63 S. E. 724. 

99. Marriage—Common Law Marriages.— 
Since common-law marriages are not recognized 
in New York, Missouri courts will not recognize 
cohabitation in New York as constituting such 
a marriare, thovgh common-law marriages are 
valid in Missouri—Jordan v. Missouri & Kansas 
Telephone Co., Mo., 116 S. W. 432. 

100. Morater nnd Servant—Assumed Risk.— 
A servart does not assume the risk of danger- 
ous work, if. after protest, he undertakes the 
work, relying on the superior knowledee of the 
master or tis foreman that he can perform it 
safelv —Pulley v. Standard Oll Co., Mo., 116 S. 
WwW. 430 

101. Death of Servant.—Where a servant 
was killed as the resnit of an accident, the 
viaintiff’« aunty to establish absence of eontri- 
butorv newligence is sustained if from all the 
evidence the jury are justified is finding that 
eecedent exercised ordinary care.—Glennon v. 
Star Co., 114 N. Y. Supp. 1044. 

192.———-Defective Applianeces.—The mere hap- 
penine of an accident to a workman using a 
senffold, where the scaffold itself did not give 
wav. is not evidence that it was caused by a 
eefect there'n. or in its supports and anpnliances. 
sane v. National Elevator Co., 114 N. Y. Supp. 

102. Duty to Warn Servant.—Failure of a 
sleeping car company to warn a servant that an 
insect n>ison was explosive and dangerous held 
not negligence proximately causing an injury to 














its servant by an explosion of the poison.—Pull- 
man Co. vy. Caviness, Tex., 116 S. W. 410. 


104. Habitual Violation of ths: ss ll a 
railroad’s rule prohibiting the employment of 
minors was habitually violated, it would be 
regarded as waived in an action for “— to 
a minor employee.—Yazoo & M. V. Co. v. 
Cobb, Miss., 48 So. 522. 


105. Negligence.—Owner of building, con. 
tracting for repainting of shutters thereon, held 
not liable for injuries caused by negligence of 
servants of independent conteneted -—rar v. 
John L. Whiting & Son Co., Mass., 87 N. E. 199. 

106. Safe Place to Work.—A A may 
rely on the performance of a master’s duty not 
= create a dangerous condition without warn- 
ing.—Glennon v. Star Co., 114 N. Y. Supp. 1044. 

107. Mechanics’ Liena—Partially Completed 
Work.—Where a contractor for improvements, 
through his own fault, only partially completes 
the work. he may net avail himself of the lien 
contraeted for, but his remedy is on a quantum 
ee v. Williams, Tex., 116 S. W. 
412. 

108. Waiver.—Where one furnishing mater- 
jals exnressly waived a lien in his contract with 
the principal contractor, no valid mechanics’ 
lien against the property could be acquired by 
him.—Heddenr Const. Co. v. Proctor & Gamble 
Co., 114 N. Y. Supp. 1103 

109. Munictpal Corpeorations—Leaving Team 
Unattended in Street.—Where a team was at- 
tended by a driver. who was loading the wagon, 
the fact that nobody was actwvally holding them 
would not amount to a violation of a city ordi- 
nance forbidding the leavine of a horse, etc., 
unattended in the street —Southern Hardware & 
Supp'v Co. v. Standard Equipment Co., Ala., 48 
So. 357. 

110. Negligence—Common Law Rule.—At 
common law. damages are rot recoverable for 
nersonal inivry, if the inivered nerson’s own neg- 
ligence proximatelv contribyted to the injury. 
—Apperson v. Lazro, Ind., 87 N. 97. 

111. Contributorv Negligence.—The essren- 
tial elamert of contributorv negligerce is that 
the doer of the act either knew, or bv reason- 
able diligence ought to have known, of the pos- 
cible conseanences.—Hanlev v. Boston Elevated 
Ry. Co., Mass., 87 N. E. 197 

112. 
duty it is to admivister the oath of office to 
an elected officer ard eccept his official hond has 
no jurisciction to inquire into the eligibility of 
the nercon nrocentins himself for qva'ification.— 
Doran v. Walters, Ky., 116 8S. W. 313. 

1712 Resienation—A _ resignation may be 
withdrawn if not accented, and is not effective, 
thourh ai successor has been appointed. if 
transmitted without the officer’s consent.—State 
v. Huff, Ind.. 87 N. E. 141. 

114, Parties—Designation or Description.— 
Where a rerson uses two names, he may be 
sved hv either description and a record contain- 
ime either rame would he regular.—Simon v. 
Underwood, N. Y., 87 N. E. 65. 

115 Real Partv in Interest.—One suing in 
his own name on claims of versons furnishing 
materials to defendant for the construction of 
a house held reanired to allege and prove that 
he is a trustee of on exnress trust, within Code. 
Sec. 179. and nroof of mere anthority to collect 
er that he furnished to defendant statements of 
the sums due tn the materialmen, in accordance 
with Revisa’ 1995. Secs. 2021-2023. is insufficient. 
—Perrv v. Swanner, N. C., 63 S. E. 611. 

116. Paywment—Lease bv Life Tenant.—Where 
life tenant takes a negotiable note from under- 
terant and transfers it, it is payment as be- 
tweer the vndertenart ond the remainderman. 
—Rrtt v. Storv, Ga., 63 S. E. 658. 

117. Pleading—Ambicuity.—Where petition 
is ambigvors. tn the ahsence of demurrer com- 
nel'jine p'aintiff to make his allegations more 
snecific. the court will construe the petition so 
as to w~hold the fullest recoverv nlairtiff will 
he entitled to under the facts noroven —Southern 
Exnrress Co. v. Pope, Ga., 63 S. E. 809. 

118. Priveinal and Agent—Evidence of Agen- 
cv.—Declarations or acts of an agent though 
made in the course of a transaction are not 
evidence of snthority to act for the principal, 
but the nrirncinal is anlv bound bv the anvear- 
ance of apparent authority caused by himself, 
































482 CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 


No 25 








and not by that resulting from his agent's acts. 
—Joseph v. Platt, 114 N. Y. Supp. 1065. 

119. Undisclosed Principal.—An_ undisclos- 
ed principal may sue on a contract made by 
his agent with the telegraph company.—West- 
ern Union Telegraph Co. v. Northcutt, Ala., 48 
So. 553. 

120. Process— Personal Service.—Personal 
service is only necessary in actions in personam, 
and where the action is in rem, and the court 
has jurisdiction over the res, service to obtain 
jurisdiction of the owner of the res is unneces- 
sary.—Holcomb v. Kelly, 114 N. Y. Supp. 1048. 

121. Railronds—Cause of Fire.—The recent 
passing of a train, and the discovery of fire in 
a building near the track shortly thereafter, 
raises no presumption of law that the fire was 
started bv the train.—Birmingham, Ry., Light 
& Power Co. v. Hinton, Ala., 48 So. 546. 

122. Injury to Passenger in Passing Ob- 
struction.—Fact that a carrier inviting passen- 
gers to pass around an obstruction to a car on 
the other side by using a path through land 
of another had not obtained permission of the 
landowner would not relieve the carrier of its 
duty to exercise due care for the safety of those 
it had invited to use the path.—Powers v. Old 
Colony St. Ry. Co., Mass., 87 N. E. 192. 

123. Receivers—Power to Contract.—A re- 
ceiver is an officer of the court, and can make 
no contract effectual against his trust not au- 
thorized or ratified by the court.—Lazear v. 
Ohio Vailey Steel Foundry Co., W. Va., 63 S. E. 
772. 

124. Religious Societies—Fcclesiastical Tri- 
bunals.—Under Cumberland Presbyterian con- 
stitution, the General Assembly of the 
church held to have power to determine whether 
it was authorized by the constitution to unite 
with another church. and its decision will not 
he reviewed bv the civil court.—Brown v. Clark, 
Tex., 116 S. W. 360. 

125. Specific Performance—Contracts En- 
forceable.—A bond given by a husband, obligat- 
ine himself to convev part of his homestead, 
not signed nor separatelv acknowledged by his 
wife, held void as an obligation to convey, and 
not svecificallvy enforceable.—Clark v. Bird, 
Ala., 48 So. 359. 

126. Judicial Discretion——The remedv of 
snecific performance rests largely in judicial 
discretion, regulated by defined rules.—Ala- 
bama Cent. R. Cee v. Lord, Ala., 48 So. 363. 

27. Street Ratlroads—Contributory Negli- 
gence.—In action for injuries caused by being 
struck bv street car, vlaintiff held not entitled 
to go to the jury on his right to rely on a Sign 
directing defendant’s motorman to go slowly.— 
Rundgren v. Boston & N. St. Ry. Co., Mass., 
87 N. E. 189. 

128. Injury to Passenger.—Where a street 
car comvany, whose line has been obstructed, 
voluntarily provides and vnoints out to passen- 
gers a way around the obstruction to a point 
where the route is continued. it assumes an 
obligation to make reasonable vrovision for 
their safetv while so passing —Powers vy. Old 
Colony St. Ry. Co., Mass.. 87 N. Fi. 192. 

129. Injury to Workman in Street.—Where 
a street railway, bv stationing a flagman at a 
trench. had given the workmen to understand 
that they were to be warned of approaching 
cars, held, that the railway company would not 
be permitted to say that a workman injured 
took his chances and should have depended en- 
tirely upon himself.—Hanley y. Boston Elevated 
Ry. Co., Mass., 87 N. E. 197. 

130. Telegraphs and Telephones—Damages 
for Failure to Deliver Message.—A sender of a 
message, who has the right to sue a telegraph 
company for breach of contract in failing to 
deliver the message, may recover for mental 
anguish rroximatelv caused thereby.—Western 
gam Telegraph Co. v. McMorris, Ala., 48 So. 

131. Damages for Mental Suffering.—In an 
action for delay in delivering a telegram an- 
nouncing the death of plaintiff’s husband by 
which her relatives were prevented from at- 
tending his funeral, direct evidence by plain- 
tiff as to her mental suffering caused by their 
nonattendance held inadmissible.—Western 
— Telegraph Co. v. McMorris, Ala., 48 So. 


























132. Mental Anguish.—The amount paid 
by a sender of a telegram as toll for its trans- 
mission need not be specifically claimed in the 
complaint in an action against the telegraph 
company for failure to deliver the telegram.— 
Western Union Telegraph Co. v. McMorris, Ala., 
48 So. 349. 

133. Mental Anguish.—The mental anguish’ 
which may be said to arise naturally and proxi- 
mately from the breach of a contract to transmit 
a telegram is limited to certain degrees of re- 
lationship, and that of brothers falls within 
the degree.—Western Union Telegraph Co. v. 
MeMorris. Ala., 48 So. 349. 

134. Trial—Instructions.—In an action against 
a earrier for refusing to admit a passenger to 
a train, held error to instruct that she could 
not recover without showing that the coupon 
book presented for passage contained coupons 
which had not been detached.—Fairfield v. 
Louisville & N. R. Co., Miss., 48 So. 513. 

135.——Interrogatories.—Judgment should be 
entered for defendant notwithstanding verdict 
for plaintiff. where the answers to special in- 
terrogatories exclude every conclusion authoriz- 
ing recovery hy plaintiff.—Apperson v. Lazro, 
Ind., 87 N. EB. 97. 

136.—TIntroduction of Evidence.—To render 
effective objections to the introduction of evi- 
dence, the specific objection thereto must be 
pointed out at the time the objection is made. 
—City of Garrett v. Winterich, Ind., 87 N. E. 
161. 

37. Trusts—Conversion of Property.— 
Where a life tenant took possession of the 
personal assets of the estate and invested 
them in realty. making herself a quasi trus- 
tee for the remainderman, she could not destroy 
their rights in the corpus of the trust estate 
not consumed in the using.—Small v. Koskin- 
smith, Ala.. 48 So. 541. 

138.——Followine Trust Property.—Where a 
life tenant took possession of the personal es- 
tate and invested it in realtv. the remaindermen 
could elect to take the realty, with any enhanc- 
ed value, in lieu of the funds invested therein, 
if the rights of innocent purchasers did not in- 
tervene.—Small v. Hockinsmith, Ala.. 48 So. 541. 

139. Use and Occuvation—Rental Value.— 
Tn ascertaining the rental value of land so as 
to determine the extent of the liability for the 
use and occunation thereof, evidence of the 
marner in which the land was used, or capable 
of beine used. was competent.—C. R. Coles & 
Sens Co. v. Standard Lumber Co., N. C., 63 S. E. 
oh. 

1409. Warechousemen—Burden of Proving 
Negligence.—In an action against a warehouse- 
man for loss of goods stored, plaintiff has the 
hurden of establishing a prima facie case of 
neglect of the warehouseman.—-Berger v. St. 
Louis Storage & Commission Co., Mo., 116 S. W. 
444. 














141. Waters avd Water Courses—Contamina- 
tion of Stream.—Lower proprietor of lands on 
runrine stream mav sue upper provrietor for 
eontamination of water thereof.—Straight v. 
Hover, Ohio, 87 N. E. 174. 

142 Shore Land.—A ovronrietary grant de- 
scribing the land as bounded by the “waterside” 
held to vass the private title in the land to 
the grantor to low-water mark, subject to the 
ius publicum.—Bardes v. Herman, 114 N. Y. 
Supp. 1098. 

143. Wills—Allowance to Beneficiaries.—Where 
a will provides for the allowance to certain 
beneficiaries of an amount sufficient for their 
comfortable support& an order fixing the allow- 
anee is proverly made subiect to future modi- 
fication. —Long v. Mayes’ Estate, Miss., 48 So. 

144. Construction.—A provision in a_ will 
that beneficiaries should be provided with a 
home while they lived included everything 
necessary to maintain the home. such as paying 
of taxes and keéping it in repair, but not sup- 
lies.—Long v. Mayes’ Estate, Miss., 48 So. 523. 

145. Witnesses—Sufficiency of Evidence.—In 
action by locomotive engineer for injuries caus- 
ed by derailment of his train, evidence as to 
rule of company requiring preservation of brok- 
en ties held admissible to discredit witness 
for the defense.—Galveston, H. & S. A. Ry. Co. 
v. Worth, Tex., 116 S. W. 365. 
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the right of escape from apparent danger 
oe affecting an accident insurance policy; 


right of an insurance company to waive 
provision in application that policy should 
not be in force until receipt of first pre- 
mium, 208. 


MASTER AND SERVANT, 


duty and liability of the producer of an 
electric current to the employees of other 
persons working about his poles and 


liability of the master for the servant's 
negligent personal use of the master’s 
property, 81. 

is a contract with a wrecking company to 
clear ground in return for the wreckage 
a sale or an employment, 172. 

furnishing for servant’s use article in gen- 
eral use as measure of master’s duty, 264. 

responsibility of corporation for malicious 
and wanton acts of the employees, 423. 


MINES AND MINING, 


rights of one who locates mineral ground 
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tion, 252 
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is the American Medical Association an un- 
lawful combination, 189. 

combinations of trades or professions, 234. 

can a corporation whose organization vio- 
lates the inhibition of the Sherman Act 
enforce its contracts, 281. 
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monopoly and restraint of trade in federal 
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proper construction as to Sherman Act’s 
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NEGLIGENCE, 


duty and liability of the producer of an el- 
ectric current to the employees of other 
ee working about his poles and 
nes, , 

the right of escape from apparent danger 
as affecting an accident insurance policy, 


61. 

validity of release secured from’ injured 
party at time when reason is impaired, 
127. 

excavation affecting adjoining owners and 
their tenants, 173. 

distinction in application of the maxim 
res ipsa loquitur in passenger and em- 
ployee cases, 193. 

obstruction of fire engine as proximate cause 
of injury, 322. 

intervening voluntary act as being mere 
link in causal connection, 390, 392. 

concurrence of negligence with an Act of 
God, 433. 


NEW TRIAL, 
right to compel losing party to pay judg- 
ment when remittitur is offered or re- 
fuse new trial, 154. 
new trial as a remedy to correct error, 160. 
partial new trials, 161. : 
OBSCENITY, 


suppression of obscene literature, 180. - 


PARENT AND CHILD, 
paramount right of parent to custody, 80. 
legitimation of bastard by father superior 
to rights of natural mother, 244. 
PARTNERSHIP, 
competition of partner with general credi- 
tors of the partnership, 412. 
PAYMENT, 
recovery of excessive telephone charges, 
214. 
payment of excessive charges to common 
earrier or other public utility, 217. 
PHYSICIANS AND SURGEONS, 


registration of osteopath as a physician, 


245. 
PLEADING, 


exceptions to the rule that defenses which 
might have been pleaded in a former ac- 
tion cannot be set up in any subsequent 
legal proceedings, 88. 
POLICE POWER, 


a fog causing a collision, an act of God, 2. 

question of reasonableness in determining 
what is a proper exercise of the police 
power, 79. 

public health bills of the American Medi- 
eal Association, 261. 

public health bills of American Medical As- 
sociation as class legislation, 334. 


PRINCIPAL AND AGENT, 


presumption of agency repelled by fact of 
alleged agent being a common carrier, 
463. 


RATE REGULATION, 


the line between compensatory and confis- 
eatory rates, 443. 
Missouri two-cent rate law decision, 454. 


REFERENDUM, 
See INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM. 


RELEASES, 


validity of release secured from injured 
party at time when reason is impaired, 
127. 


release in case of joint tort feasors, 471. 
RELIGIOUS SOCIETIES, . 
congregational control of church property, 
461. 


RES IPSA LOQUITUR, 
See CARRIERS. 





RIOTS, 


liability of governor for unlawful impris- 
onment of parties threatening disorder 
during periods of insurrection, 171. 


SALES, 


does mere description of property consti- 
tute a warranty in executory agreements 
for sale, 68, 71. 

is a contract with a wrecking company ta 
clear ground in return for the wreckage 
a sale or an employment, 172. 

ay of title before payment of price, 

damages recoverable of sub-vendee by con- 
ditional vendor, 352, 353. 


SCANDALUM MAGNATUM, 


the action of the government against the 
New York World as a revival of the of- 
fense of scandalum magnatum, 135. 
SET OFF AND COUNTERCLAIM, 


the influence of statutes regulating set-off 
and counterclaims on equitable set-off, 
430, 432. 
SHERMAN ACT, 
See MONOPOLIES. 
STATUTES, 
revision and classification of statute law, 
174. 
fuil taith and credit to be given to statutes 
of other states, 301. 
SUNDAY, 
to invalidate contracts made on Sunday 
both parties must intend the contract 
shall be consummated on that day, 155. 
TAXATION, 
taxing the right to labor at any particular 
trade or calling, 244. 
TELEGRAPHS AND TELEPHONES, 
right of a telephone company to compel a 
subscriber to use a limited phone, 50. 
TITLE, 


marketability of title, 10. 
registration as affording constructive notice 
of contents of deeds, 156. 


TORTS, 


duty and liability of the producer of an 
electric current to the employees of other 
persons working about his poles and 
lines, 22. 


TRIAL AND PROCEDURE, 


reversal of criminal causes on_ technical 
grounds, 59. 


VENDOR AND PURCHASER, 
marketability of title, 10. 
WAR AND INSURRECTION, 


liability of governor for unlawful impris- 
onment of parties threatening disorder 
during periods of insurrection, 171. 


WATERS AND WATER COURSES, 


regulating the use of subterranean waters 
and gases under the police power, 

American innovation upon the common law 
view of riparian rights, 290, 293. 

subversion of riparian rights at common law 
as applicable to irrigable lands, 401. 

right of access to navigability—is it pri- 
vate property which cannot be taken for 
public purposes without compensation, 
424, 444. 


WILLS, 
burden of proof in will contests charging 
insanity or undue influence, 153. 
WITNESSES, 


limitation upon the testimony of expert 
witnesses not the result of objective ex- 
amination, 21. 
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Abandonment—what constitutes, 255. 


Abatement and Revival—actions prematurely 
brought, 477; abstract questions, 315; appli- 
eation for writ of mandamus, 455; breach 
of marriage contract, 91; parties entitled 
to relief, 375; pendency of other action, 
120; personal injuries, 183. 


Abduction—for prostitution, 91. 
Absentees—property, 375. 


Accident Insurance—cause of death, 78, 147, 315; 
cause of injury, 165; notice and proof of 
injury, 183; notice of injury, 13, 375; per- 
manent disability, 180; proofs of loss, 238; 
self inflicted injuries, 165; setting aside re- 
lease, 415; varying terms of policy, 274. 


Accord and. Satisfaction—consideration, 435. 
fraud, 415; part payment, 73, 335; what 
constitutes, 238. 


Account—defenses, 477. 


Account Stated—nature, 335; opening and cor- 
recting, 255; questions for jury, 201. 


Acknowledgment—defects, 219; validity of un- 
acknowledged deed, 73. 


Action—consolidation of causes, 455; contract 
for tort, 238; pleading, 355, 395; recovery 
of installments, 335; single cause of action, 
315. 

Action on the Case—breach of duty arising from 
contract, 415. 


- 


Admiralty—power of court, 73; suit for death 
on high seas, 13. 


Adoption—compliance with statute, 165; in- 
heritance, 255, 375; relation established, 13. 


Adultery—instructions, 274; persons entitled to 
prosecute, 147; what constitutes, 355. 


Adverse Possession—character of possession, 
355; color of title, 165, 238, 274: constructive 
possession, 201; disseisin, 73; extent of 
possession, 355; government land, 375; hos- 
tile character of possession, 355; intent, 255; 
mortgages, 165; notice of owner, 255; pay- 
ment of taxes, 477; permissive occupancy, 
455; possession of tenant, 238; railroad right 
of way, 238; state lands, 335. taking suc- 
cessive possession, 13; tax deeds, 53; tenant 
at sufferance, 435; ten year limitations, 415; 
vendor and purchaser, 435; what consti- 
tutes possession, 201, 219; when initiated, 
219; who may complain, 274. 


Agriculture—farm labor, 335; laborer’s lien, 13. 





Aliens—admission to citizenship, 395; deporta- 
tion, 415; married women, 165. 


Alteration of Instruments—effect, 109, 129. 
Amicus Curiae—appointment, 33, 109. 


Animals—agistment, 53; city ordinances, 255; 
duty of stock company, 180; knowledge of 
vicious propensity, 455; lease, 129; liability 
of owner, 355; malicious killing, 255; marks 
and brands, 238; mutilating animals, 295; 
personal injuries, 165; right to kill, 435; 
running at large, 238, 335; trespass, 375. 


Appeal and Error—amendments, 238; appealable 
orders, 109; appointment of receiver, 455; 
assignment of error, 455; bill of exceptions, 
53, 109, 147, 335; conflicting evidence, 109, 
335; constitutionality of statute, 238; con- 
tradictory instructions, 295; cross examina- 
tion of witness, 315; curing error, 335; death 
of appellee, 129, decisions of intermediate 
courts, 335; defective record, 274; dismissal, 
73, 335;_entry of final judgment 395; ex- 
ception, 5, 335; excessive levy in attach- 
ment, {47; exclusion of testimony, 335; final- 
ity offa judgment, 295; findings, 201, 455; 


findin of c t, 13, 147, 335, 477; findings 
of fact, See of referee, 255; former 
295; 







decision, grounds for. review, 219; 
harmless™error, 53, 238, 255, 274, 415; in- 
junctions, 274; intervention, 255; judgment, 
875; jurisdiction of supreme court, 129. 
jurisdiction questions, 335; law of the case, 
274; matters not shown by record, 315; 
motion for new trial, 109; motion for non- 
suit, 91; necessity of warrant, 129; new trial, 
147, 201; newly discovered evidence, 274; 
notice of defenses, 295; notice on appeal 
165; objections in trial court, 455; parties, 
435; pleadings, 147, 183; prejudice, 335; pre- 
sumptions as to record, 109; proceedings not 
in record, 455. questions first raised on ap- 
peal, 73; questions of fact, 129; questions 
reviewable, 315; reception of evidence, 335; 
record in attachment suit, 13; refusal of 
certiorari, 238; rehearing, 395; remittitur, 
435; reversal and effect, 33; review, 147, 335, 
355, 375; right to sue, 295; scope of inquiry, 
274; solicitor’s fees, 355; statement of facts, 
355; submitting the question of custom to 
jury, 435; supersedeas, 355, theory of the 
case, 355; time for filing transcript, 147; 
time to appeal, 33; transcript of evidence, 
33; transfer of cause. 455; undertaking, 315. 


Appearance—special appearance, 477; what con- 
stitutes, 129. 


. Arbitration and Award—exceptions to award, 


477; invalid award, 201; merger of action, 
238; oral submissions, 375. 
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Army and Navy—acts of governor of soldier’s 
home, 201; terms of discharge, 91. 


Arrest—jurisdiction of police justice, 129; mode 
of making, 147; right to shoot in making, 
147; search of concealed weapons, 201. 


Arson—burning of insured property, 13; hus- 
band and wife, 274. 


Assault and Battery—abusive language, as jus- 
tification, 295; acts constituting, 73, 129. 
damages, 109; indecent assaults, 355; jus- 
tification, 73; son assault demesne, .183: time 
for filing brief, 295; what constitutes, 435. 


Assignments—buyer’s liability to third persons, 
315; delivery of assignment, 335; effect, 183; 
effect of liability of attorney, 355; evidence, 
53; garnishment, 147; interest assignable, 
219; interest of assignor in claim, 129; title 
of property in namé of president, 255. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors—adminis- 
tration of assigned estate, 255; general as- 
signment, 395. 


Associations—dissolutions, 375; employer’s as- 
sociation, 238. exclusion of bookmaker from 
track, 201; reasonableness of rules, 165. 


Assumpsit—action on grounds, 315. 
Asylums—maintenance, 335. 


Attachment—action on bond, 29; bond to dis- 
charge, 219; claims of third persons, 183; 
construction of statute, 435; maturity: of 
claim, 147; on contingent liability, 477; resi- 
dence, 415. 


Attorney and Client—action for services, 256; 
agreement for compensation, 255; agreement 
to nolle prosequi, 336, 395; attorney’s 
authority, 73; attorney’s lien, 91, 274; 
authority of attorney, 129; authority of 
client, 219; burden of proof, 109; contract for 
compensation, 274; death of client, 201; dis- 
barment, 53, 73, 165; duties and liabilities, 
109; intrinsic evidence affecting writing, 
477; fraudulent claim against state, 53; lien 
of attorney, 395; relation, 109; suit to set 
aside mortgage, 33; suspension and disbar- 
ment, 375; termination of relation, 435; 
~ aa of services, 375; where relations begin, 


Bail—action on bond, 274; bond, 29; denial of, 
295; procedure, 183; right to bail, 13. 


Bailment—redelivery, 256. 


Bankruptcy—action by trustee, 355; acts of 
bankruptcy, 165. advancements after bank- 
ruptcy proceedings, 13; allowance of attor- 
ney’s fees, 129; appeals, 165; appeals, 274; 
appointment and removal of referees, 415; 
assignment for creditors, 415; assets, 415; 
carriage of passengers, 184; chattel mort- 
gages, 129; claim of landlord for rent, 219; 
claims entitled to priority, 73; collateral 
attack, 275. competency, 129; commission 
of referee and trustee, 53; composition, 53; 
concealment of property, 53; conditional 
sale, 73; conflicting jurisdiction,. 455: con- 
tempt, 165; contempt proceedings, 73; con- 
testing partner, 91; conversion, 165; convey- 
ance with intent to defraud, 53; corpora- 
tions, 219; creditors, 33; debt entitled to 
priority, 33; debts entitled to priority, 219; 
deed from assignee, 455; delivery of books 
to trustee, 129; discharge, 13, 33, 73, 130, 
275, 315, 375, 415; distribution of estate, 415: 
effect of proving claim against bankrupt, 
395; election of trustees, 219; estoppel, 395; 
evidence, 201; examination of bankrupt, 53; 
exemptions, 33, 183, 219, 395; exempt prop- 
erty, 415; failure to account for property, 
219; failure to file schedule, 220; failure to 
keep books, 130; federal courts, 375; fraud- 
ulent sales, 91; fund held by guardian, 13; 
general assignment, 220; goods in transit, 
73; involuntary proceedings, 53, 220, 435; ir- 
rigation companies, 53; interference of state 
court, 395; jurisdiction, 53, 375, 415; juris- 
diction of court, 53, 435; jurisdiction of re- 
feree, 73; jurisdiction of proceedings, 13; 
leases, 130; liability of trustee for rent, 13; 





liens, 14; liens, 130; lien of bank deposits, 


. 33; mode of review, 73; national banks, 14; 


non-scheduled assets, 355; notice where 
property is taken from bailee, 91; orders 
of court, 376; order on bankrupt to surren- 
der property, 54; order to turn over proper- 
ty; 220; partnership, 415; petition, 74; 
petition, 91; petition for review, 416; pre- 
ferences, 14, 130, 147, 165, 166, 220, 315, 336, 
395; pretended sale by bankrupt, 220; pro- 
ceedings after death of partner, 130; pro- 
ceedings against corporations, 220; proceed- 
ings against corporations, 436; proceedings 
by trustee, 220; proceedings in state court, 
376; profits of business, 238; property ac- 
quired by trustee, 130; property passing to 
trustee, 54, 376, 725; provable claims, 74, 130, 
220; receivers, 376; receiver’s certificate, 14; 
recovering fradulent conveyance, 183; re- 
covery by trustee, 256; recovery of pre- 
ference, 295; referee, 14; refusal of dis- 
charge, 416; refusal to surrender property, 
33; rents and profits, 74; rights of third per- 
sons, 91; rights of trustee, 130; sale of bank- 
rupt estate, 376; sale of property by trustee, 
14; secured creditors, 74, 130; secured credi- 
tors, 130; setting aside composition, 54; stay 
execution, 91; stay of proceedings, 275; sus- 
pension of insolvent laws, 395; time for 
filing claim, 14; time for proving claim, 91; 
time for taking appeal, 416; unlawful pre- 
ference, .395; unrecorded mortgages, 130; 
violation of order, 436; voidable pre- 
ferences, 33, 74, 376. 


Banks and Banking—action for deposits, 238; 
application of ward’s funds in guardian’s 
accounts, 275; appointment of receiver, 34; 
certificates of deposits, 34; claims against 
depositors, 315; clearing house banks, 54; 
contract for attorney’s fees, 54; criminal re- 
sponsibility of officers, 355; duty to receiver, 
14; insolvency, 147, 436; insolvency, 256; 
liquidation, 14, 375; payment of check by 
bank, 375; payment on forged check, 183; 
payment of forged paper, 54; rules of bank, 
336; savings bank pass books, 416; special 
deposits, 256; state depositories, 395; stock- 
holder’s liability, 220; suit on behalf of 
stockholder, 130; withdrawal of stockholder, 
275; wrongful payments, 91. 


Bastards—inheritance, 416; natures of instru- 
ments, 166; settlement with father, 355. 


Benefit Societies—amendment to by-laws, 130; 
beneficiaries, 375, 416; change of beneficiary, 
355; constitution, 130; construction of policy, 
436; corporate name, 74; delivery of certifi- 
cate, 147; expulsion of member, 238; filing 
copies of by-laws with state, 295; limiting 
time to bring action, 436; membership, 375; 
obligation to pay assessment, 275; reason- 
ableness of by-laws, 396; reinstatement of 
member, 166; right to proceeds of certificate, 
356; right to sell business, 315; waiving de- 
fenses, 295; wrongful termination of certifi- 
cate, 238. 


Bills and Notes—acceptance, 201; accommoda- 
tion, 295; accomodation notes, 336, 416; at- 
torney’s fees, 356; bona fide purchasers, 91; 
bona fide purchaser, 455; bona fide purchas- 
er, 166, 275, 416; bona fide purchaser, 201; 
bona fide purchaser, 54; bona fide holder, 
109; burden of showing consideration, 34; 
collateral agreement, 256; consideration, 74; 
consideration, 436; consideration, 477; ex- 
tension of time, 166; extension of time for 
payment, 34; forged indorsement, 220; 
fraudulent representations, 396; indorse- 
ment, 201; liability of indorser, 91; nature 
of instrument, 166; negotiability, 238; notice 
of dishonor, 396; of sub-tenant for rent, 295; 
possession, 109; presentation for payment, 
166; sale of note, 14; signature in blank, 
416; transfer, 477. 


Boundaries—agreed lines, 356; conflicting ele- 
ments, 315; conveyance of adjoining houses, 
896: courses and distances, 74; description. 
34, 166; division line, 356; estoppel, 376; low 
water mark, 416; official survey, 109; sur- 
veys, 315, 416. 


Breach of Peace—evidence, 14. 
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Breach of Marriage Promise—evidence, 92; syph- 
ilis as a defense, 166. 


Bridges—negligence, 202. 


Brokers—action for commission, 74; action for 
commissions, 92, authority of broker, 202; 
commissions, 54, 92, 238, 256, 295, 436; con- 
tract of employment, 14; duties of principal, 
256; employer’s liability to broker, 316; em- 
ployment, 436; indirect sale, 295; license tax, 
256; performance of contract, 14; right to 
commission, 477; sale of pledged stock, 396. 


Bridges—Negligent operation, 416; use for tra- 
vel, . 


Building and Loan Associations—insolvency, 
336; right to acquire real estate, 109; usury, 
416. 


Burglary—what constitutes, 336. 


Canals—permission to cross same with sewer, 
455; remedy of riparian owner, 239. 


Cancellation of Instruments—deeds, 34; illegal 
—-* 396; mistake or fraud, 356; par- 
ties, . 


Carriers—act of God, 74; alighting from car, 
296; alighting passenger, 166; authority of 
agent, 396; baggage companies, 92; bail tro- 
ver for freight, 296; bills of lading, 183, 376; 
care required in operating trains, 74; car- 
riage of goods, 14, 220, 477; carriage of live 
stock, 147, 239, 416, 477; connecting carrier, 
130, 256, 436; custom, 477; damage for delay 
in shipment of goods, 130; damage to ship- 
ment, 74; delay in delivery of freight, 376; 
delay in shipment, 239; delay in transporta- 
tion, 202, 356; depot platforms and ap- 
proaches, 92; duty to look and listen, 376; 
duty toward trespasser, 477; ejection of in- 
sane person, 416; failure to deliver prompt- 
ly, 202; failure to furnish cars, 74; forward- 
ing companies, 316; free transportation by 
express companies, 316; freight shipment, 
84; hidden defects, 92; injuries caused by 
swinging door, 356; injury to freight, 275; 
injury to passenger, 92, 220, 275; injury to 
passenger in automobile, 356; injury to per- 
son accompanying passenger, 109; injury to 
person on track, 275; insuring safe delivery 
of goods, 455; liability for injury to passen- 
ger, 239; liability for lost shipment, 477; 
liability of connecting carrier, 477; liability 
of initial carrier, 478; limitation of liability, 
356; live stock, 436; live stock shipment, 
296; misdelivery, 336; negligence, 14; over- 
charges, 166; passenger elevators, 478; pen- 
alties, 436; personal injuries, 416; place of 
transportation, 34; rates 14; rates prescrib- 
ed by interstate commerce, 256; rebates, 316, 
416; refunding of elevator charges, 14; re- 
fusal to receive freight, 239; regulation of 
rates, 184, 436; res ipsa loquitur, 436; re- 
straining enforcement of rates, 34; rights of 
endorsee, 130, risk of passenger, 336; ship- 
ping contracts, 92; special damages, 416; 


standing on _ outside running board, 296; . 


state regulation, 54; transportation of ar- 
ticles of unusual value, 478; transportation 
of horses, 109; unprecedented floods, 14; un- 
reasonable delay in delivery, 92; warehouse- 
man, 376; who are common carriers, 14; 
who are passengers, 436; written and print- 
ed provisions of contract, 376. c 2 


Cemeteries—certificate of shares, 478. 
Census—state census, 396. 


Certiorari—authority of agent to exécute bond, 
239; conclusiveness of findings, 54; defense, 
184; delay final action, 396; when allowed, 
275. 


Champerty and Maintenance—defined, 296; judi- 
cial sales, 455; transfer of claims, 220. 


Charities—acceptance by donee, 316; beneficiar- 
ies, 34; certainty as to purpose of gift, 356; 
gift causa mortis, 436; hospitals, 456; liability 
for injury to inmate, 376; pastor’s salary, 
92; purpose of gift, 416; statutory provis- 
ions, 110; torts, 110. 


Chattel Mortgages—affidavit of illegality, 296; 





animals and increase, 316; attachment, 275; 
attorney’s fees, 316; foreclosure, 220, 316; 
mortgaged personal property, 275; priorities, 
356; property included, 92; registration, 110, 
478; rights of co-tenant, 34; specified num- 
ber of cattle, 296; taking a second mort- 
gage, 239; to secure pre-existing debt, 275; 
validity, 130, 275; validity as to creditors, 
478. 


Citizens—duties of citizens, 166. 
Civil Rights—places of public amusement, 148. 


Clerks of Courts—money received in official ca- 
pacity, 166; per diem compensation, 436. 


Clubs—board of governors, 239. 


Collision—duty of steam vessel, 92; failure to 
display lights. 336; inevitable accident, 74; 
negligence, 336; pilot rules, 


Commerce—act of congress, 34; failure of car- 
rier to adjust claim, 110; interference by 
States, 396; -interstate commerce, 131; in- 
terstate commerce investigations, 275; re- 
gulation, 166; sale of cigarette, 376; ship- 
ments within state, 92; state regulation, 


Common Law—adoption, 184; -law of other 
states, 239. 


Compromise and Settlement—consideration, 74; 
oy novation, 478; time as to taking effect, 


ee of Goods—wrongful intermixture, 


Conspiracy—actionable combination, 166; boy- 
cotts, 202; coal lands, 276; election frauds, 
336; indictment, 92; joint liability, 221; un- 
lawful combinations, 356. 





Constitutional Law—amendment of constitution, 
437; appellate jurisdiction of courts, 456; 
appointment of prosecutor pro tem, 456; 
boards of health, 356; bulk sales law, 396; 
certificate of canvassing board, 376; char- 
ter of railroad, 131; class legislation, 456; 
compelling carrier to share facilities with 
rival, 416; compulsory annexation, 148; con- 
struction, 184; delegation of authority, 54; 
delegation of legislative powers, 54, 148, 166, 
316, 376; deprivation of property, 15; dis- 
position of public funds, 221; double taxa- 
tion, 456; due process of law, 34, 148, 256, 
276, 316, 396, 436; equal protection of law, 
34, 316; excessive penalties, 396; full value 
taxation, 396; game laws, 54; gaming de- 
vices, 110; government powers and func- 
tions, 478; grain inspection, 74; impairment 
of contracts, 276; impairment of vested 
rights, 184; imprisonment for debt, 417; in- 
heritance tax, 396; judicial decisions, 110; 
judicial departments, 256; judicial remedies, 
276; laws affecting telegraph companies, 396; 
liberty of contract, 75, 396; limitation of 
hours of work, 184; limiting height of build- 
ing, 92; local or special law, 437;. municipal 
improvements, 417; notes payable in labor; 
296; notice and due process of law, 396; no- 
tice of appeal, 131; obligation of contracts, 
34, 92, 376; occupation tax, 110; ordinances 
prohibiting sale of intoxicating liquor, 148; 
persons entitled to raise question, 15; police 
power, 75, 148, 256, 316, 456; pollution of 
stream, 34; power of state legislature, 276; 
power to contract, 256; power to regulate 
carriers, 110; primary election law, 148; pro- 
hibiting loan for poll tax, 276; punishment 
for contempt, 336; railroad tax, 316; reading 
parts of deposition, 75; regulation of tele- 
phone rates, 276; restraining animals from 
running at large, 239; retroactive laws, 478; 
right to administer decedent’s estate, 110; 
rules of evidence, 397; special charters, 2213 
special legislation, 75; substituted service of 
process, 92; taxation, 256; use of photo- 
graphs, 184; validity of primary laws, 148; 
validity of statute, 15, 336; venue, 296; vest- 
ed rights, 239; vote on amendments, 296; 
wharves, 417; white and negro pupils, 54. 


Contempt—compliance with order of court, 296; 








490 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL. 


No. 26 








decree of court, 336; grounds, 376. 
Continuance—absence of witness, 276. 


Contracts—acceptance of work, 239; action for 
breach, 148, 316, 478; adding conditions, 456; 
arbitration clauses, 54; breach, 15, 110; 
breach of contract to deliver hay, 240; com- 
bination to advance wages, 184; chattel 
mortgages, 184; consideration, 202, 336; con- 
struction, 54, 257, 296, 316; contract for sup- 
port, 55; extra work, 376; failure to perform, 
356, 478; for convict labor, 276; general or 
special, 240; implied conditions, 417; legal- 
ity, 75; legality of object, 316; lex loci con- 
tractus, 92; liens, 34; lobbyists, 15; major- 
ity stockholder, 336; mental capacity, 478; 
modification, 34; options, 257; part perform- 
ance, 456; performance, 166, 478; public pol- 


icy, 184; public service corporation, 55; 
separate clauses or parts, 296; services of 
architect, 296; speculative damages, 478; 
specific performance, 316; substantial per- 
formance, 239; taxation, 256; time as the 
essence, 478. 


Contribution—joint wrongdoers, 221; voluntary 


payment, 257. 


110; nature of 
time of taking 


Conversion—direction in will, 
equitable conversion, 184; 
place, 221; wills, 34. 


Convicts—conspiracy to escape, 296; contract for 
subhiring, 276. 

Corporations—action against foreign corpora- 
tions, 239; action to enforce stockholder’s 
liability, 479; acts of promoters, 184; amend- 
ments of articles, 55; appropriation of cor- 
porate name of another, 257; authority of 
agents, 478; authority of Officers, 202; 
authority of officers to convey land, 276; 
chattel mortgages, 478; contracts, 131; con- 
tract by president, 148; contract with direc- 
tor, 397; contracts ultra vires, 34; convey- 
ances, 417; corporate existence, 276; corpor- 
ate name, 397, 478; corporate powers, 166; 
creation of corporations, 184; creditor’s suit, 
35; debts, 221; dividends, 35; election of 
directors, 456; eligibility of directors, 239; 
foreign corporations, 478; general manager's 
authority to borrow, 317; implied conditions 
in grant of power, 202; insolvency, 148; in- 
ternal management, 55; invalidity of or- 
ganizations, 92; issue of stock as fully paid, 
35; law governing, 55; liability on lease, 437; 
liability on unpaid stock, 202; majority 
stockholders, 376; medical services for em- 
ployees, 110; misappropriation of funds, 75; 
notice to officer and agent, 22; officer and 
agent, 55; political parties, 55; promoters, 
35; purchasing stock in another corporation, 
417; regulations, 478; reissue of stock, 93; 
relation to creditors, 75; reserved power to 
amend charter, 456; returns of state depart- 


ment, 131; right of minority, 296; right of 
minority to sue, 296; right of stockholder, 
479; right of stockholder to sue, 478; sale 


of stock, 75, 131; secret profits, 221, 377; ser- 
vice of summons, 166; speculating in options, 
35; splitting corporation in two, 417; stock 
certificates, 377; stockholders, 417; stock- 
holder’s inspection of books, 55; stockhold- 
er’s liability, 479; subscription to stock, 257; 
suit by stockholder, 478; transfer of stock, 
184, 336, 356, 377; trustees of company’s 
funds, 148; ultra vires acts, 148; unauthor- 


ized acts of agents, 397; venue, 257; void 
organization, 479. 2 
Costs—actions in forma pauperis, 148; affirm- 


ance, 377; attorney’s fees, 166; council fees, 
257; dismissal, 110; liability of appellant, 
166; printing, 316; waiver, 356. 





Counties—acceptance of order on county, 257; 
bond issues, 397; goods destroyed by local 
board of health, 397; liabilities of counties, 
336; ordinance prohibiting sale of intoxicat- 


ing liquor, 148; relocation of county seat, 
35; subscription in aid of railroad, 316; taxa- 
tion, 148. 

Courts—action against receiver, 437; appellate 
jurisdiction, 148, 336; constitutional ques- 
tions, 110; decision by divided court, 15; 


dicta, 317; establishment, 377; extra terri- 





torial jurisdiction, 239; federal jurisdiction, 
397; federal questions, 437; federal suit to 
dissolve corporations, 296; injunction, 131; 
jurisdiction, 55, 221, 317, 397, 456; jurisdic- 
tion of federal court, 184; jurisdiction of 
municipal courts, 437; jurisdiction of su- 
preme court, 110; justice of the peace, 110; 
mandamus to certify election returns, 296; 
master’s finding, 387; power to _ issue 
certiorari, 257; presumptions, 336; proper 
district for suit, 276; restraining ac- 
tions in other state, 166; revisable orders, 
167; revision, 184; scope of supreme court, 
167; stare decisis, 456; state and federal, 456; 


Supreme court, 55; taxpayer’s action, 356; 
term, 456. 
Covenants—breach of warranty, 239; building 


restrictions, 417; conditions and restrictions, 
417; defenses, 239; easements, 377; perform- 
ance, 356; railroad right of way, 167; re- 
strictive covenants, 202; warranty of title, 


131; who are bound, 131; widow's dower 
not an incumbrance, 276. 
Criminal Evidence—admissibility, 93, 110, 148, 


356; admission to prevent continuance, 35; 
amendment of judgment, 131; circumstantial 


evidence, 276; confessions, 276; conflicting 
Statements, 356; corpus delicto, 276; credi- 
bility, 377; dying declarations, 336; expert 
evidence, 184; good character, 296; hand- 
writing, 317; hearsay evidence, 377; homi- 
cide, 257, 437; hypothetical questions, 357; 
impeachment of witness, 75; intent, 417; 


judicial notice. 437; offenses by election of- 
fleers, 397; opinions, 35; order of proof, 131; 
res gestae, 221; testimony of weather bureau 
expert, 296; uncorroborated testimony of ac- 
complices, 437. 


Criminal Law—absence of judge, 202; appeal 
from justice court, 202; appeal from police 
court, 131; appellate jurisdiction of misde- 
meanors, 296; argument of counsel, 75; con- 
fessions, 456; construction of statutes, 55, 
377; conviction of principal, 479; finality’ of 
nolle prosequi, 397; former jeopardy, 456; 
harmless error, 276; homicide, 437; idleness, 
75; indictment, 317; indorsement on indict- 
ment, 456; instruction, 110; municipal or- 
dinance, 148; opinions, 437; papers taken 
from defendant’s possession, 75; parties to 
offenses, 456; possession of burglarious tools, 
75; possession of stolen goods, 202; prelim- 
inary examination, 357; procedure, 93; reas- 
onable doubt, 456; refusal of bail, 296; re- 
view on appeal, 35; sale of liquor, 479; self- 
serving declarations, 417; stay of execution. 
55; stolen property, 297; validity of sentence, 
239; venue of larceny, 276; warrants, 479; 
withdrawal of plea, 239. 


Criminal Trial—appeal, 317; argument of coun- 
sel, 377; arraignment, 35; certainty as to ex- 
tent, 149; coercing jury into verdict, 377; 
consent of injured party, 131; consolidation 
of indictment, 317; continuance, 75, 479; 
credibility of witnesses, 377; entry of orders, 
55; error in admission of evidence, 35; evi- 
dence, 167; former convictions, 357; former 
jeopardy, 55; harmless error, 317; impeach- 
ment, 257; improper argument, 202; im- 
proper remarks of counsel, 297; insanity af- 
ter conviction, 185; instructions, 55, 276, 357, 


437: intoxicating liquors, 202; in unorgani- 
zed counties,110; jurisdiction of supreme 
* court in misdemeanor cases, 257; materiality 


of instructions, 55; misconduct of court, 377; 
motion for new trial, 377; motion in arrest 
of judgment, 75; necessity of objections, 
257; opening statement, 185; opening evi- 
dence, 55; plea of guilty, 110, 297; pleading, 
317; presumptions, 93; request to charge, 
397; self-serving declaration, 110; suspen- 
sion of proceedings, 317: who is accomplice, 
15; withdrawal of fee, 167. 


Crops—separation, 15. 
Curtesy—extent of right, 75; property subject, 
257. 


Customs and Usages—contracts, 75, 276; evi- 
dence, 221; interpretation of contract, 167; 
requisites, 456; sales and credit, 397; sight 
drafts against papers, 167; validity, 35; 
varying rule of employer, 277. 
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Customs Duties—protest against assessment, 
131; smuggling, 221. 


Damages—alternative right, 456; breach of con- 
tract, 35, 110, 221, 239; damnum _ absque in- 
juria, 240; duty to minimize, 479; duty of 
plaintiff to minimize, 479; earning capacity 
of tramp, 479; expense incurred, 221; gener- 
al and special damages, 437; injuries to 
personal prpperty, 148; injury to chattels, 
149; liquidated damages, 15, 397, 437; loss of 
earnings, 221, 240, 437; measure of damages, 
397; mental and physical pain, 15; mental 
suffering, 357; penalties, 131, 167; personal 
injuries, 131, 185, 221, 202, 456; pleadings, 
240; procuring discharge of servant, 110; 
punitive, 131; reduction of damages, 417; re- 
duction of loss, 148; speculative and uncer- 
tain damages, 397; theory of pecuniary re- 
paration, 277; warranties as to heating ap- 
paratus, 93. 


Dead Bodies—custody and control, 417; right to 
body, 131; right to hold autopsy, 257. 


Death—action for wrongful death, 35; cause of 
death, 75: contributory negligence, 456; 
measure of damages, 149; persons entitled to 
sue, 55; presumptions, 55; proof of cause, 
149; proximate cause, 317; right of action, 
15, 75; statutes’ of foreign states, 149; 
wrongful death, 479. 


Dedication—acceptance, 257; lands dedicated to 
public use, 221; methods, 75; public square, 
417. 


Deeds—burden of proving undue influence, 377; 
building restrictions, 149; building restric- 
building restrictions, 149, 185, 417; condi- 
tions, 167; conditions subsequent, 167; con- 
struction, 93, 257, 277, 479; construction as 
to heirs of the body, 93; curative statutes, 
221; delivery, 11, 257, 297, 357, 417; deposit for 
delivery on grantor’s death, 277; designa- 
tion of parties, 35; effect of recital, aaa; 
estoppel, 417; failure of consideration, 457; 
fraud, 417; habondum clause, 221; mental 
weakness, 357; presumptions, 336; quitclaim 
by disseisee to stranger, 417; recordation, 
75; suit to set aside, 167. 


Depositaries—appointment of depositaries, 357; 
designation by supervisor, 202. 


Depositions—of opposing party, 167. 


Descent and Distribution—advancements, 221; 
conveyance by heir, 221; husband as heir 
of deceased wife, 55; order of distribution, 
15; rights of childless second wife, 377; 
what law governs, 111, 131. 


Discovery—failure to answer questions, 131; 
persons from whom discoveries can be made, 
336; physical examination, 15; scope of ex- 
amination, 202. 


Dismissal and Non-Suit—failure to prove joint 
tort, 297; prejudice, 337; want of prosecu- 
tion, 93. 


Divorce—alimony, 57, 240, 877; allowance for 
counsel fees, 457; collusion and fraud, 479; 
community property, 185; condonation, 297; 
conveyance to defeat alimony, 240; cruelty, 
457; custody of child, 297; defenses, 93; de- 
sertion, 167; former adjudication, 479; in- 
dignities, 357; laches, 15; liability for sup- 
port of children, 76; order of publication, 
357; proof of plaintiff's residence, 479; 
referee’s report, 457; support and custody 
of children, 202; wife’s attorney fees, 257. 


Domicile—husband and wife, 15. 
Dower—consent to sale, 297; election, 317; im- 


provements on land by grantee of husband, 
76; inchoate right, 93. 


Drains—assessments, 357, 437; construction, 56; 
finality of judgment, 357; revocation of or- 
der established, 149; taxation, 277. 


Drunkards—evidence, 131. 
Easements—construction, 15; easements appur- 


tenant, 93; estoppel, 149; impairment, 185; 
light and air, 93; light, air and view, 479; 





obstruction, 35; private ways, 76; restrictive 
covenants, 240; termination, 457; uninter- 
rupted enjoyment, 149; way of necessity, 
397; what constitutes, 337. 


Ejectment—burden of proof, 240; limitation, 257; 
parties, 357; pleading, 277; riparian rights, 
202; tax deeds, 111; title and right of pos- 
session, 240; title of plaintiff, 357. 


Elections—ballots, 56, 131; certificate of nomina- 
tion, 185; conclusiveness of results, 357; il- 
legal votes, 297; mandamus, 56; notice, 240; 
official ballot, 167; qualification of voter, 
277, 357; right of suffrage, 457; state central 
committee, 35. 


Election of Remedies—acts constituting, 35, 
357; conditional sales, 397; mistake, 185; 
specific performance, 277. 


Electricity—contract to supply power, 277; con- 
tributory negligence, 76; discrimination in 
charges, 337; fire caused by wire, 202; injury 
to trespasser, 111; live wires, 15. 


Embezzlement—agent, 185; conversion of money 
collected, 397; evidence, 149; indictment, 240; 
rome taal and information, 185; tax collec- 
or, ' 


Eminent Domain—acquisition of land for streets, 
35; agreement not to contest, 185; appropri- 
ation without condemnation, 437; assess- 
ment by commissioners, 167; assessment for 
benefits, 437; compensation, 131, 317, 357, 418. 
condemnation of property devoted to public 
use, 258; construction of statute, 167; dam- 
age to abutting property, 93; damage to 
land not taken, 337; dams, 277; easements, 
132; establishment of highway, 377; injury 
to property, 479; insolvency of city, 418; 
joinder of actions, 297; measure of dam- 
ages, 258; opening streets, 258; operation of 
railroad, 377; proceedings, 93; property sub- 
ject, 93; railroad right of way, 377; what 
constitutes, 56, 149. 


Equity—clean hands, 297; discretion of court, 
377; extent of relief, 297; grounds of juris- 
diction, 397; hearsay evidence, 258; injunc- 
tion, 221; jurisdiction, 111, 397, 457; laches, 
317; maxims, 149, 357; mistake, 377; parties, 
eee? pleading, 93, 457, 479; prayer for relief, 


Escheat—operation and effect, 132. 
Escrows—nature and requisites, 418. 
Estates—determinable fee, 377; legal title, 240. 


Estoppel—acceptance of benefits, 203; acts con- 
stituting, 258; acts prejudicial to third 
party, 479; boundaries, 111; by contract, 418; 
claim to land, 149; conveyance not in con- 
formity with statute, 479; custody of child- 
ren, 76; deeds, 167; inconsistent positions, 
437; knowledge of facts, 111, 479; maxim, 
149; nature and grounds, 277; property 
rights, 357; release, 15; right of guilty party 
to allege fraud, 337; silence, 297; transfer 
of homestead, 277. 


Evidence—accommodation parties, 202; admissi- 
bility against interest 358; admissions 111, 
202, 240, 297; almanacs, 397; bank books, 277; 
best and secondary, 479; bill of sale, 479; 
boundaries, 397; carbon copies of letters, 
258; comparison of handwriting, 159; com- 
petency, 149; consideration by jury, 185; 
courts, 250; damages, 132; declarations, 
378; expert testimony, 149, 167; ex- 
plaining meaning of terms, 297; forgery 
of deed, 258; hearsay, 277; hypothetical 
questions, 258, 337; intoxication, 457; judi- 
cial notice, 149, 358, 378, 457, 480; judicial 
testimony, 149; market value, 76, 337, 378; 
Motorman’s entry book, 185; opinion evi- 
dence, 317; ownership of property, 480; pa- 
rol evidence, 297; parol evidence affecting 
writing, 358, 480; preponderance, 457; pre- 
sumption of fact, 167; presumption, 149, 203, 
397, 457; principal and surety, 203; produc- 
tion of public record, 337; res gestae, 93, 
297, 398, 438; rules of master, 457; sales, 317: 
self-serving declaration, 149, 398; speed of 
street cars, 221; sufficiency, 111; telegrams, 








92 CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL. 








132; testamentary capacity, 297; testimony 
given at former trial, 317; town ordinances, 
297; varying terms of written contract, 378; 
verbal agreements, 297; warranties, 93; 
written instruments, 222. 


Exceptions—refusal of judge to sign, 358. 


Exceptions, Bill of-——-extending time for settle- 
nent, 277; order setting aside default, 378; 
time for filing, 222. 


Exchanges—rights of persons not members, 93. 


Exchange of Property—conditional contract, 
°457; performance of contract, 457. 


Execution—issue of second execution, 167; mo- 
tion to quash, 317; sale of real estate, 317; 
supplementary proceedings, 240-480; time 
for issuance, 378; unrecorded deeds, 317; 
wrongful execution, 398. 


Executors and Administrators—accounting, 56, 
111; actions against, 258; allowance, 318, 
438: allowance to widow, 222; assignee of 
residuary legatee, 457; attorney’s fees, 111; 
bond, 132; capacity to sue, 15; claims against 
decedent’s estate, 438; claims against es- 
tate, 111, 277, 318; claims and set-offs, 111; 
claims by versons in family, 149; collateral 
attack, 358; commissions, 378; compensa- 
tion, 132; competency of witness, 480; con- 
structive trusts, 56; exceptions account, 35; 
extra compensation, 240; funeral expenses, 
337; incumbrances on land, 398; jurisdic- 
tion of district court, 297; mingling of trust 
company, 378; necessity of administration, 
149; payment of legacies, 15; persons en- 
titled to letters, 378; persons entitled to 
sue, 318; petition to sell land, 480; power to 
sell realty, 15; proceedings for appointment, 
203; property held in trust, 111; purchase 
by administrator, 35; purchase of land, 111; 
recognition of debt in will, 480; release, 
418; review on final report, 318; right of 
appointment, 297; right to administer, 111; 
sale by executor, 318; sale of land, 480; sale 
of land to pay debts, 36; sale of real estate 
to pay debts, 457; yearly allowance of 
widow, 240. 


Exemptions—resident of state, 15; time for mak- 
ing claim, 297. 


Explosives—blasting, 480; cause of accident, 418; 
personal injuries from explosion, 149; use 
intended, 318. 


Extradition—fugitive from justice, 111, 167; 
Porto Rico, 398. 


False Imprisonment—civil liability, 203; pre- 
sumptions, 185. 


False Pretenses—indictment, 93. 


Federal Courts—commencement of action, 222; 
constitutional questions, 418; corporate de- 
fendants, 318; establishment of railroad 
rates, 277; finality of judgment, 418; juris- 
diction, 36, 938, 277, 398; liability on super- 
sedeas bond, 76; opinions of lower court, 
318; suits against estate, 167. 


Federal Jurisdiction—courts, 132. 

Ferries—franchises, 240. 

Fidelity Insurance—carelessness of employee, 
150. 


Finding Lost Goods—treasure trove, 398. 


Fines—death of defendant, 132; disposition of 
proceeds, 398; druggists, 418. 


Fire Insurance—agent’s bond, 150; arbitration 
clause, 457;‘automobiles, 132; avoidance of 
policy, 480; fraud, 318; insurable interest 
318; insurance on liquors, 222; interest and 
liability of policy holders, 337; interest of 
third persons, 36; knowledge of agent, 36; 
loss by lightning, 222; meaning of words 
used, 222; mutual companies, 418; oral con- 
tract, 337, 398; ownership of property, 480; 
rights of mortgagee, 111; subrogation, 378; 
waiver of forfeiture, 240. 


Fish—ponds and lakes in New Hampshire, 36; 





prohibiting fishing, 168; statutory regula- 
tion, 358. 


Fixtures—construction of lease, 277; landlord 
and tenant, 56; statement of fact, 277; trade 
fixtures, 56. 


Food—certification of milk, 438; power to regu- 
late sale of oleomargarine, 16; statutory 
provisions, 378. 


Forcible Entry and Detainer—legal title, 318. 
Forfeiture—enforcement, 132. 

Forgery—Intent, 378; what. constitutes, 398. 
is” epee ememeee of rates, 398; validity, 


Fraud—complaint, 378; defenses, 94; false repre- 
sentations, 16; misrepresentation, 222; pol- 
icy of law, 318; reliance on representation, 
878; rescission, 111; statements recklessly 
made, 240; sufficiency of evidence, 358; what 
constitutes, 337, 378. 


Frauds, Statute of—debt of another, 240, 418, 
438; interests in real property, 94; leases, 
337, 398; memorandum, 438, 480; oral con- 
tracts, 111; parol agreements, 203; parol 
evidence, 222; parol license as to use of land, 
278; parol sale of land, 76; part perform- 
ance, 203; persons who may rely on statute, 
94; pleadings, 418; promise to pay debt of 
another, 378; sale of real estate, 418, 480; 
sale of realty, 132. 


Fraudulent Conveyances—burden of proof, 418; 
consideration, 76, 278; evidence, 378; hus- 
band and wife, 56, 258; inadequacy of con- 
sideration, 398; mortgages, 358; preference, 
278; remedies of creditors, 418; rights of 
grantor, 203; who are subsequent creditors, 
94; who may insert validity, 16. 


Game—possession during closed season, 
318; sale of foreign game, 438; statutory 
provisions, 418. - 


Gaming—burden of proof, 337; device or ap- 
paratus for gaming, 378; enforcement of 
contract, 94; margin transactions, 457; 
speculative transactions, 297; sufficiency of 
evidence, 150; validity, 398. 


Garnishment—bank deposits, 480; defective as- 
sessment of damages, 56; effect as between 
defendant and garnishee, 278; effect of dis- 
-missal, 298; extent of plaintiff’s recovery, 
185; jurisdiction, 132, 398; proceedings to 
procure. 438; rights of assignee, 150. 


Gas—construction of mains, 457; contract with 
municipalities, 16; default in payment, 56. 


Gifts—causa mortis, 222: inter vivos, 318, 378; 
undue influence, 438. 


Good Will—use of firm name, 36. 


Grand Jury—selection, 318; summoning tales- 
men, 


Guaranty—action against guarantor. 258; dis- 
charge of guarantor, 358; exceptions, 378; 
+ ale of liability, 337; intention of parties, 


Guardian and Ward—accounting, 398, 457: ac- 
quirement of ward’s property, 480; appoint- 
ment of guardian by will, 337; deposit of 
funds in bank, 222; expenditures exceeding 
income, 240; investment of ward’s estate, 
150; letters of guardianship, 222; persons en- 
titled, 111; sale of real estate, 111; void sale 
of ward’s property, 278. 


Habeas Corpus—appeal by state, 240; arrest 
of federal prisoner by state authorities, 
258; decisions of immigration laws, 168; 
grounds for relief, 168; grounds of remedy, 
398; jurisdiction, 378; qualification of grand 
juror, 222; state authorities of prisoner, 
185; stay pending appeal, 438. 


Hawkers and Peddlers—regulation, 16. 


Health—burial of dead, 378; liabilities of mem- 
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bers on board, 358; police power, 278, 337; 
powers of commissioners, 16; sale of cigar- 
ette paper, 378; tenement house, 36. 


Highways—adverse possession, 298; establish- 
ment, 318; frightening animals, 358; main- 
tenance of trees and shrubs, 94; obstruction, 
168; prescription, 222; use by travelers, 258. 


Holidays—publication of statute, 480. 


Homestead—conveyance, 337; device, 56; elec- 
-_ 298; exemptions, 112; widow’s election, 
18. 


Homicide—conspiracy, 112; deadly weapon, 240; 
defenses, 418; degree of offense, 203; dy- 
ing declarations, 337; evidence, 112, 203, 358; 
harmless error, 378; ili treatment of accused 
by deceased, 298; indictment, 185; in prepetra- 
tion of arson, 278; intent, 480; intoxication 
as a defense, 318; malice, 16; manslaughter, 
36, 222, 278, 337; notice, 132; persons liable, 
418; proving indirectly the corpus delicti, 
298: resisting arrest, 358; sanity, 358: self- 
defense, 203, 222, 337; shooting third per- 
son, : sufficiency of evidence, 36; 
threats, 203; uncommunicated threats, 418. 


Husband and Wife—action for alienation of 
wife’s affections, 16; action for separation, 
358; agency of husband, 278, 318; agreement 
as to land boundaries, 480; agreement to 
discontinue divorce proceedings, 398; alien- 
ation of affection, 112. 132, 438; antinuptial 
agreements, 94, 132, 241; change of right 
of action against husband, 150; coercion 
of wife, 318; community property, 258, 358; 
connivance out stream, 222; contracts be- 
tween, 132; conversion of wife’s property, 
16; creating separate estate in wife, 185; 
debt of husband, 203; deeds, 203; estoppel, 
36; estoppel as to married women, 112; 
failure to support, 241; infancy in action 
for maintenance, 36; liability of wife for 
negligence, 258; mortgage of wife’s proper- 
ty, 457; property belonging to wife, 418; prop- 
erty rights, 278; sale of wife’s personal 
property, 112; separation. 186; 
agreement, 258; tax sale, 358. 


Indemnity—pleading, 457; rights of indemnities, 
203. 


separation 


Indians—alienability of allotted lands, 16; des- 
cent and distribution, 16; ejectment, 258; 


evictions, 259; jurisdiction of state court, 
259; land .allottment, 278; lease of lands, 
259: rights of non-citizen widow, 16; 


treaties, 150; validity of lease, 259. 


Indictment and Information—bill of particulars, 
241: clearness and certainty, 358; conjunc- 
tive allegations, 278; due process of law, 
298: judgment on demurrer, 298; rape, 112; 
sufficiency, 36, 418, 480; time of offense, 358. 


Infants—contracts, 318; contract of insurance, 
438: estoppel, 112; process of service, 56; 
suit to recover personal property, 298. 


Injunction—combination of laborers, 338 con- 
tempt, 418 disclosing trade secrets, 418; 
diversion of water, 36; enjoining lawful 
business, 318; flooding lands, 222; interfer- 
rence with easement, 94; labor tsrikes, 94; 
liability on bond, 318; multiplicity of suits, 
76, 457; patents, 168; persons not parties, 
86; possessory remedy, 298; ong ood of 

; re- 


remedy, 150; repeated trespasses, 
straining criminal prosecution, 259; re- 
straining orders, 112; restraining trespass, 


94; restricting use of property. 76; right 
to relief, 56, 358; riparian rights, 16; spe- 
cial election, 358: subject of protection and 
relief, 168; violation, 278; violation of regu- 


lation, 150; water rates, 418. 
Innkeeper—accounting, 338; injury to guest, 
398; who are, 418. 


Insane Persons—costs and fees, 94; removal 


of trustee, 438 


Interest—accounting, 338; claims against muni- 
civality. 438; contract of employment, 186; 
surety on bond, 241. 





Internal Revenue—excise commissioner, 222. 


Interstate Commerce—state control, 298: sta 
regulation. 56; what constitutes, 338. ” 


Intoxicating Liquors—action for penalties, 168; 
closing ordinance, 168; correction of judg- 
ment after term, 278; criminal prosecution, 
318; evidence, 168; grant of license, 36, 168, 
278; illegal sale, 168, 203, 259, 458, 481; keep- 
ing for sale, 112; license, 76, 150; licensed 
corporation, 241; liquor dealer’s bond, 222; 
list of employees, 338; local option law, 112; 
maintaining liquor nuisance, 186; nuisance, 
112, 359; persons liable for sale, 56; place of 
business, 132; place of sale, 438; police re- 
gulation, 203; removal permit, 338; rentin 
room for unlawful purpose, 76; rules o 
excise board, 338; sale of near beer, 112; 
social clubs, 438; statutes regulating sale, 
419; time for filing remonstrance, 112. 


Joint Adventures—distinguished from other 
relation, 298. 


Joint Stock Companies—dividends, 398. 


Judges—hbias, 186; certificate of election, 94; 
district judge, 298; liability of county judge, 
36; order of recusation, 76; powers of judge 
me tempore, 259; preliminary examination, 


Judgment—abuse and discretion, 298; ancillary 
administration, 278; assignment of judg- 
ment. 419; clerical errors, 458; collateral 
attack, 16, 358; conclusiveness, 76, 132, 419; 
courts of foreign counties, 112; default, 
241; default decree of foreclosure, 150; ef- 
fect of failure to swear jury, 259; equitable 
relief, 358; estoppel, 150; full faith and cred- 
it, 203; innocent purchaser, 168; interven- 
tion, 186; jurisdiction of person, 338; liens 
on real estate, 94; obtained by fraud, 203; 
office judgment, 278; parties, 186; parties 
concluded, 56, 112, 298; persons bound, 898; 
persons concluded, 458; pleadings, 298; pro- 
cess to sustain, 36; questions determined, 
298; railroad rates, 278; res judicata, 76, 
112, 168, 241, 359; rights of assignee, 16; 
satisfaction. 259; suits to enforce trust, 
338; tax title, 186; vacating, 132; validity of 
service, 241. f 


Judicial Sales—collateral attack, 238; irregulari- 
ties, 259; vacation, 132; validity, 398. 


Jurisdiction—justice of the peace, : 
establish will, 419. ° roe ee 


Jury—competency, 186; determination of facts, 
112; objections not raised below, 359: power 
of denuty sheriff, 298: qualifications of 
juror, 76; right to trial by, 298. 


Justices of the Peace—agreement for continu- 


ance. 132; jurisdiction, 112. 150, 298, 878; 
pleadings. 150; procedure, 359; revivor, 298: 
venue, 259. é 


Laches—petition to review, 16. 


Landlord and Tenant—adverse possession, 56: 
constructive eviction, 419; covenants to re- 
pair, 378; cropping contracts, 186; damages, 
133; damage caused by leaking roof, 359; 
damage to crops, 398; dangerous condition 
of premises, 223; defective gateways, 298; 
distraint of goods belonging to third per- 
son, 398; duty to repair premises, 94; es- 
toppel, 56; estoppel of tenant, 168; failure 
of landlord to repair, 318; failure to make 
repairs, 359; forfeiture of lease, 186; former 
leases, 168; fraudulent representation, 379; 
growing crops, 36; illegal purpose of lessee, 
168; injuries to tenant, 186, 223; injuries to 
third person, 186; injury to premises, 398; 
injury to tenant’s goods, 379; landlord’s 
lien, 241; landlord’s rights, 150; leases, 76, 
168, 203, 278, 338, 419, 481; notice to quit, 
112; option to purchase, 36, 319; restriction 
of use, 379; subletting, 241; surrender of 
lease, 419; surrender of possession, 481; 
unlawful detainer, 203, 439; unlawful pur- 
pose of lea&e, 186; use of premises, 186, 241; 
what constitutes renewal of lease, 16; 
wineroom, 359 
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Larceny—attempt to commit, 241; elemente, 
186; evidence, 57; hog stealing, 481; in- 
struction, 279; possession of recently stolen 
property, 279; possession of stolen goods, 
203; sufficiency of evidence, 112; what con- 
Stitutes, 16. 


Libel and Slander—construction of language 
used, 259, 419; evidence, 279; joint defend- 
ants, 204; judicial proceedings, 481; malice, 
186; newspaper publications, 458; newspap- 
er reports, 204; nominal damages, 76; 
pleading, 241; privileged communications, 
150, 223, 419, 481; truth of statement, 458. 


Licenses—barber shops, 259; double taxation, 
419; nature of license, 57; oil mills, 398; 
ordinances, 298, 359; regulation of city mar- 
ket, 338; revocation, 186; riparian rights, 
204; validity, 241; vehicles, 359. 


Life Estates—conversion, 186; leases by life ten- 
ant, 481; outstanding title, 359. 


Life Insurance—accounting, 379; action against 
for premium, 379; breach of contract, 150; 
change of beneficiary, 186; deduction from 
face of policy, 279; dissolution, 419; effect 
of furnishing proofs of loss, 16; form of 
assignment, 186; knowledge or notice to 
agent, 481; payment of premium, 241; 
waiver of forfeiture, 259; warranties, 223. 


Limitation of Actions—cause of right of action, 
37: creditor's suit, 379; discovery of fraud, 
319; fraud, 458, 481; having means of 
knowledge, 438; ignorance of rights, 168: 
infancy, 399; liabilities for injuries to third 
persons, 37; maturity of debt, 438; mutual 
accounts, 112; operation against state, 419; 
partial payments, 76; tax deeds, 150; trusts, 
338. 


Lis Pendens—partnershin transactions, 57; suit 
over county bonds, 399. 


Literary Property—dedication to public, 458; 
right to control publication, 399. 


Livery Stable Keeper—care required of horses, 
112. 


Logs and Logging—deed conveying timber, 298; 
liens, 57, 77; sale of standing timber, 57, 
223, 419. 


Malicious Prosecution—abvse of civil process, 
458; probable cause, 298. 


Mandamus—compelling issuance of certificate 
to physician. 204; dissolution of injunction, 
338; judgment, 241; municipal corporations, 
94; nature and grounds, 150; payment of 
debts and claims, 204; scope of remedy, 
223; scope of writ, 481; state officers, 204; 
subject of relief, 419; to control executive 
jaction, 279. 


Maritime Liens—supplies, 379. 


Marriage—common law marriages, 481: effect 
of illegality of first marriage, 359; evidence, 
259; invalid marriage of divorced person, 
359; requisites as to proof, 112. 


Master and Servant-—abandonment of rule, 259: 
assistant employed by servant, 94; assumed 
risk, 37, 57. 77. 94, 168, 204, 458, 481; assump- 
tion of risk, 259. 379, 458; care required in 
selecting servants 94, 319; care required of 
master, 16, 133; competency of servant, 439; 
construction of scaffold, 241; contract of em- 
ployment, 379: contributory negligence, 17, 
57, 113, 204, 338, 379; dangerous machinery, 
279; dangerous occupations, 223; death of 
servant, 481; defective anvliances, 77, 223, 
241, 481; defective scaffolding, 1468; delega- 
tion of duties imposed by law, 399; delega- 
tion of duty, 379; discharge of servant, 379; 
due care of master, 458; duty of master, 458; 
duty of servant, 241; duty to fence railroad 
tracks, 439; duty to observe defects of ma- 
chinery, 359; duty to warn, 168. 204; duty to 
warn servant, 113, 241. 481; elements, 186; 
employment, 241; employment of youth in 
violation of statute, 458; excessive speed of 
train, 439; exemptions, 113; ¢xistence of re- 
lation, 77, 95; failure to make rules, 133; 
fellow servants, 150. 223, 241, 298, 379; 
guarding property, 299; habitual violation 





of rule, 481; imputed negligence, 204; in- 
competency of fellow servant, 319; independ- 
ent contractor, 113, 338; injury to employee, 
169; injury to minor employee, 439; injuries 
to servant, 113, 151, 186, 279, 319, 458; injury 
to third persons, 241, 399; liability of super- 
intendent, 319; master’s duty, 113; master’s 
duty in selecting servant, 338; master’s lia- 
bility for injury, 204; mines, 458; negligence, 
37, 95, 150, 169, 204, 419, 458, 481; nondelega- 
ble duties, 299; overhead wires, 57; proof of 
negligence, 187; proper scheme of construc- 
tion, 187; railway mail clerk, 113; regula- 
tion of employees, 299; reliance on promise 
to repair, 204; respondeat superior, 113; risk 
assumed, 57; rules, 187; running trains 
backward at night, 37; safe place to work, 
169, 223, 399, 439; scope of authority, 204; 
strikes, 57; torts, 151; torts of servant, 169; 
unlawful purpose of lease, 186; threat to 
strike, 113; unsafe place to work, 57; unusu- 
al danger, 57; use of sidewalks, 242; vice 
principals, 37, 95; violation of rule, 113; vol- 
unteers, 57; work intrinsically dangerous, 
259; wrongful discharge, 95. 


Mechanics’ Liens—attorney’s fees, 299; contracts 
for work on wife’s land, 37; enforcement, 
169; establishment, 379; extent of land af- 
fected, 359; laborers and materialmen, 57; 
partially completed work, 481; persons en- 
titled to lien, 87; property affected, 399; 
right of third persons, 37; right to liens, 187, 
359; waiver, 481; who are entitled to, 133. 


Militia—actions against officers, 319. 


Mines and Minerals—action for rent, 338; con- 
tracts, 379; deed absolute, 319; development 
work, 319; injunction, 169; liability of re- 
tiring partner, 223; mechanics’ lien, 95; na- 
ture of conveyance, 95; putting down wells, 
458. 


Money Paid—action to recover, 57. 


Monopolies—combinations in restraint of trade, 
419; combinations prohibited, 338; combina- 
tion to fix wages, 187; conspiracies in re- 
straint of trade, 419; right to recover on 
monopolistic contract, 439; state regulation, 
399; useful commodities, 399; what consti- 
tutes, 95. 


Mortgages—absolute deed as mortgage, 187; as- 
sumption of mortgage debt, 204; assumption 
of payment, 204; construction and operation, 
169; deed absolute, 319; deed as mortgage, 
113; deed or mortgage, 151; default in pay- 
ment of interest, 113; effect of taking new 
securities, 338; equitable mortgage, 259; es- 
toppel, 151; excepting mortgage from coven- 
ant, 299; extension to new debt, 458; fore- 
closure, 37, 319; fraud, 319; fraudulent rep- 
resentations, 359; implied warranty of gen- 
uiness, 95; intention of parties, 95; mort- 
gages in possession, 359; redemption, 151; 
right of purchaser, 399; right of purchaser 
to contest, 319; right of third persons, 37; 
sale, 204; sale and assumption of debt, 359; 
sale of lands, 458; subordination agreement, 
419; vendor’s lien, 223 


Motions—orders nunc pro tune, 279. 


Municipal Corporations—adoption of ordinances, 
379; annexation of territory, 57, 459; assess- 
ing value of city water, 95; assessments, 187; 
assessment of benefits and damages, 359; 
assessments for improvéments, 169, 379; as- 
sessment for public improvements, 187; as- 
sessments for sewers, 439; assessment for 
street improvements, 241; bonds, 259; care 
required of pedestrian, 37; city charter el- 
ections, 259; claimant’s’ residence, 379; 
claim, 151; claims against, 77; constitutional 
law, 37; construction of:sidewalk, 38; con- 
tract for street improvement, 319; contract 
to complete water system, 95; criminal pros- 
ecution, 279; damage to abutting property, 
133; defective sidewalks, 95, 151, 204, 338, 
359; defective streets, 187, 223, 439; dis- 
charge of sewage, 299; discontinuance of 
parks, 459; elective officers, 299; eminent 
domain, 95; encroachments on alleys, 319; 
explosion of dynamite in street, 169; laying 
out streets, 459; leaving team unattended in 
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street, 481; legislative control, 223; nature, 
319; negligence, 241; negligence of person 
on track, 379; notice of claim for injuries, 
458; nuisances, 223; obstructing streets, 458; 
obstructions in street, 133, 299; obstructions 
in water course, 399; occupation tax, 241; 
ordinances, 133, 359; ordinances affecting 
sale of poultry, 169;‘police power, 151, 259; 
power over streets, 204; power to contract, 
299; power to control streets, 133; property 
adjoining highway, 379; proposals or bids, 
299; public improvements, 77, 187, 319, 458; 
public utilities, 133; regulating slaughter 
houses, 299; regulation of advertising wag- 
on, 379; regulation of sale of milk, 379; 
right of redemption, 151; segregation of 
territory, 280; shed over sidewalk, 319; side- 
walks at different levels, 77; sinking fund, 
439; special assessment, 38, 241, 459; streets, 
223; suit for patrolman’s salary, 133; taxa- 
tion of vessels, 223; torts, 259; use of streets 
by pedestrians, 360; vacation of alley, 169; 
vacation of streets, 37, 38; water for fire use, 
419; wrongful diversion of funds, 439. 


Names—idem sonans, 319; right to change, 38. 


Navigable Waters-—diversion of water, 379; lit- 
toral right, 319; right to improve stream, 
242; riparian owners, 95; riparian rights, 
187; use of land under water, 379. 


Ne Exeat—construction of bond, 133. 


Negligence—bite of horse, 338; building ap- 
proach, 338; common law rule, 481; concur- 
rent negligence, 279; condition of building, 
77 contributory negligence, 204, 459, 481; 
dangerous contrivance, 77; dangerous premi- 
ses, 113; dangerous walks, 379; defective 
sidewalks, 204; definition, 459; duty to avoid 
another’s negligence, 299; excavating, 205; 
failure to act, 279; forgetfulness, 242; hus- 
band and wife, 151; imputed negligence, 113, 
419; injury must result, 299; injury to third 
persons, 419; injury to trespasser, 169; in- 
structions, 113; intermediate agency, 187; 
joint tort feasors, 399; liability of independ- 
ent contract, 459; ordinary care, 380; pas- 
senger elevators, 419; personal injuries, 380; 
places attractive to children, 319; presump- 
tions, 299; proximate cause, 187; questions 
for jury, 169, 360; res ipsa loquitur, 260, 
380, 459; risk assumed in protecting prop- 
erty, 95; sale of explosives, 419; servant of 
independent contractor, 133; setting out fire, 
439; stock yard company, 113; trespassers, 
151; use of another’s premises, 95; wanton- 
ness, 399. 


Newspvapers—requirements as_ to publication, 
299. 


New Trial—excessive verdict, 205. 
Notice—constructive notice, 439; knowledge, 151. 


Nuisance—acts authorized by ordinance, 299; 
automobile garage, 17; creamery, 279; elec- 
trie light plant, 419; equity, 95; excavations, 
339; injunction, 339, 459; maintaining of 
dam, 279; noise of steam engine, 419; offen- 
sive trades, 360; pollution of water, 339; 
storing explosives, 151. 


Obscenity—what constitutes, 113. 
Obstructing Justice—threats, 205. 


Officer—constitutional restriction, 133; eligibil- 
ity, 419, 481; oppression by police officer, 17; 
resignation. 481; salaries, 299; withdrawal 
of resignation, 38. 


Pardon—revocation, 242. 


Parent and Child—duty to support, 279; right 
to child’s earnings, 260; support of infant 
child, 205; wife’s liability for contracts of 
ehild, 151. . 


Parties—designation or description, 481; inter- 
vention, 77; nonjoinder, 380; real party in 
interest, 481; rights of surviving partner, 
57; subscription contracts, 205; trover and 
conversion, 187; unborn defendant, 339. 


Partition—estates which can be partitioned, 242; 
res judicata, 319; right to relief from bill, 





ants tenants in common, 187; vacating sale, 


Partnership—accounting, 113, 360, 4389; action 
between after dissolution, 242; competition of 
retiring partner, 299; creation, 419; death 
of partner, 420; dissolution, 17; evidence as 
to relation, 77; existence of relation, 360; 
liability of continuing partner, 279; notes, 
242; power of partner over asset, 299; real 
estate, 205; right of partner as to commis- 
sions, 260; right to rescind contract, 360; 
sale of good will, 38; telegraphs and tele- 
phones, 242. 


Patents—change of form, 319; double use, 169; 
estoppel to deny validity, 420; good faith, 
260; misrepresentation, 151; public acqui- 
escence, 187; right to patent, 169. 


Paupers—settlement, 459. 


Payment—excessive telephone charges, 95; lease 
by life tenant, 481. 


Perpetuities—accumulation during life, 420; cor- 
poration as “Life in Being,” 279; fidei com- 
missions, 380. 


Physicians and Surgeons—licenses, 279; licens- 
ing veterinary surgeons, 339; police power 
of state, 169; practice of dentistry, 459. 


Pleading—ambiguity, 481: collection of divi- 
dends by pledgee, 339; complaint, 380; de- 
murrer, 205, 339, 459; estoppel, 133; exhibits 
and complaints, 319: petition, 151. 299; rul- 
ings on demurrer, 339; statutes, 113; theory 
and form of action, 299; variance, 279. 


Pledges—bona fide holders, 360; dividends, 399; 
fraud, 77; renewal of obligation, 17. 


Poison—right to regulate sale, 57. 


Post Office—liability of recipient, 169; offenses 
against postal laws, 319. 


Powers—creation of power, 114; rights of bene- 
ficiaries, 96; right of beneficiaries, 95. 


Principal and Agent—accounting, 57; acting for 
parties adversely interested, 420; acts of 
agent, 399; authority of agent, 17, 114, 439; 
dealing between, 58; evidence of agency, 
481: extra compensation, 439; injury to 
alighting passenger, 96; knowledge of agent, 
114: oral evidence, 95: parol contract, 459; 
presumed authority, 320; proximate cause 
of injury, 320: ratification, 320; sale of land, 
77; unauthorized act of agent, 114; undis- 
closed principal, 58, 380, 399, 482. 


rincival and Suretv—discharge of principal, 

439: discharge of surety, 205, 360; liability 
of surety, 77; limitations, 58; payment by 
surety. 459; questions for jury, 58; ratifica- 
tion, 380. 


Prisons—compensation of officers, 114. 
Private Roads—establishment, 279. 


Process—acknowledgment of service. 58; amend- 
ed complaint. 320; defects, 320; malicious 
prosecution, 58; personal service, 482: ser- 
vice, 380; service on representative, 260. 


Prohibition—adeauacy of remedy by appeal, 114; 
jurisdiction, 77; justices of the peace, 205; 
remittitur, 17; subjects of relief. 279; to pre- 
vent certiorari, 299; when writ issues, 133. 


Property—franchise, 187; trade secrets, vi P 


Public Lands—certificate of entry, 242; entry, 
280; entryman under timber and stone act, 
399: homestead entry. 151; railroads, 399; 
railway land grants, 58; right of homestead 
settler. 320: right to possession, 439; sur- 
veys, 205, 339; timber culture entry, 399. 


Quieting Title—adverse possession, 339; bill to re- 
move cloud on title. 339; possession, 242; 
sale of real estate, 320; service bv vublica- 

- tion. 299; title of plaintiff, 133; relief grant- 
ed, 151. 


Quo Warranto—pleading, 151. 
Railroads—accident at crossing, 205; backing 
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trains at night, 242; capital stock, 58; cause 
of fire, 482; collision with automobile at 
crossing, 17; connection with other road, 
339; contributory negligence, 133, 169, 205, 
280, 299, 339; crossing accident, 360; delay in 
transportation, 242; duty in taking and dis- 
charging passengers, 58; duty to construct 
viaduct, 459; duty to look and listen, 205; 
duty to receive passengers, 151; duty tow- 
ard trespasser, 205, 320; failing to have 
headlight, 299; fence laws, 380; fires, 280; 
fires set by engine, 339; frightening horses, 
187; injury to alighting passenger, 95, 339; 
injury to drunken man, 260; injuries to pas- 
sengers, 152; injury to passenger in passing 
obstruction, 482; injury to person at station, 
280; injuries to person on track, 205, 339; 
killing animals on track, 280, 420; liability 
of owner by negligent operation, 17; liabil- 
ity of vendee of railroad, 299; loss of bag- 
gage, 260; mutual rights and duties at pub- 
lic crossings, 187; negligence, 205, 242; ob- 
struction of streets, 439; regulation, 339; 
rights at grade crossings, 399; rules, 187; 
safety appliance, 17; service of process, 360; 
station accommodations, 114; stop, look and 
listen, 169; vestibuled coaches, 114; who are 
passengers, 169. 


Rape—evidence, 205. 


Receivers—appointment, 38, 133, 339; breach of 
duty, 95; costs, 399; dissolution of partner- 
ship, 459; effect of discharge, 152; liabili- 
ties on bond, 205; motion to set aside, 339; 
power to contract, 482; services of former 
receiver, 133; vacation of appointment, 399. 


Receiving Stolen Goods—knowledge, 96. 
Records—supplying lost judicial records, 114. 


Reference—right of trial by jury, 360; trial in 
lower court, 280. 


Reformation of Instruments—estoppel, 280; mis- 
take, 339; mutual mistake, 360; parol evi- 
dence, 77; specific performance, 339 


Release—avoidance, 260; 
fraud, 360; joint wrongdoers, 
tion and effect, 133; validity, 152 


Religious Societies—ecclesiastical tribunals, 482; 
membership, 114; real estate, 38. 


Remainders—acquisition, 133; laches, 280. 


Removal of Causes—diversity of citizenship, 170, 
399; effect of counterclaim, 169; motion to 
remand, 58; suits arising under federal laws, 


consideration, 439; 
299; opera- 


Replevin—conditions precedent, 205; construc- 
tive possession, 380; money judgment, 280; 
property subject, 114. 


Sales—absolute or conditional, 169; acceptance, 
420; action for price, 38, 77; bona fide pur- 
chaser, 77, 242; breach of contract, 242, 420, 
439; breach of warranty, 58; construction of 
contract, 420; continuing offer, 459; con- 
tracts, 169; contract for coal to be deliver- 
ed, 399; countermand of order, 152; default 
of seller, 38; default of vendor, 96; implied 
warranty, 134, 459; legality under Tennes- 
see, 77; mortgages. 360; mutual and depend- 
ent undertakings, 17; nonperformance, 399; 
offer and acceptance, 280; passing of title, 
96: quality of goods, 400; remedies of sel- 
ler, 134; replevin, 78; resale by seller, 242; 
rescission by buyer, 18; specific perform- 
ance, 299; Sunday contracts, 169; time when 
title passes, 134; validity of contract, 400; 
voluntary payment by garnishee, 440; waiv- 
er of warranty, 299; warranty, 58; warranty 
by seller, 242; when title passes, 78. 


Schools and School Districts—school buildings, 
320. 


Seamen—contract of service, 18, 280; personal 
injuries, 260; right to wages, 400. 


Sequestration—replevy bond, 114. 


heriffs and Constables—conversion, 
’ moval for neglect of duty, 134. 


Shipping—authority of master to make arrests, 


380; re- 





78; bookings, 459; contracts of affreight- 
ment, 440; explosives, 170; fellow-servants, 
400; injury to stevedore, 170; liability of 
vessels causing dangerous swells, 38; who 
are passengers, 5 


Signature—use of mark, 260. 
Slaves—legitimatizing, 360. 


Specific Performance—conditions: precedent, 
459; contract for support, 280; contracts en- 
forceable, 18, 187, 280, 380, 482; defenses, 134; 
delivery of personality, 96; evidence as to 
contract, 320; ground for relief, 96; judicial 
discretion, 482; laches, 18; limitation, 187; 
offer to perform, 320; oral contract to adopt 
child, 360; oral contract to convey land, 300; 
patent rights, 260; persons entitled to per- 
formance, 380; purchase of waterworks by 
city, 440; renewal life insurance policies, 
459; right to legal relief, 96; unconscionable 
contracts, 170, 300. 


States—compensation of legislators, 170; equit- 
able actions, 78; establishment of railroad 
rates, 280; power to enlarge civil remedies, 
400; primary election law, 360; priority as 
creditor, 205. 


Statutes—conclusiveness, 320; constitutionality, 
440; construction, 187, 205, 242, 420; double 
taxation, 339; enrollment, 300; expression of 
subject in title, 440; general and special 
laws, 300; invalid in part, 420; remedial, how 
construed, 300; subjects and titles of acts, 
205; validity, 152. 


Streets—boundaries, 224. 


Street Railroads—care as to pedestrians, 224; 
care of passenger, 320; care required of pe- 
destrian, 280, 360; collisions, 152, 260, 280, 
400; concurrent negligence, 96; consent of 
property owners, 440; contributory negli- 
gence, 114, 339, 360, 482; defective streets, 
459; duty as to person lying near track, 340; 
duty to keep lookout, 420; duty to public, 
420; franchise, 96, 187; imputed negligence, 
170; injury at crossing, 380; injury to alight- 
ing passenger, 78, 188, 420; injury to pas- 
senger on running board, 170, 380; injury 
to passenger,. 18, 96, 224, 482; injury to 
pedestrians, 400; injury to persons on track, 
400; injury to workman in street, 482; li- 
censed, 96; misconduct toward passenger, 
400; negligence, 58, 78, 96, 205, 320, 420; neg- 
ligent operation, 134; negligent speed, 420; 
persons qrossing tracks, 224; regulation, 
280; res ipsa loquitur, 360; right of way, 
78, 188; rights in and use of highway, 460; 
rights of passengers, 440; rules of carrier, 


460; special charters, 440; speed of cars, 
380; trespassers, 400; use of highway, 206. 
Subrogation—equitable claim, 460; rights of 


guarantor, 152; rights of surety, 400. 
Suicide—aiding and abetting, 420. 


Sunday—contracts, 400: moving picture shows, 
420; operation of freight trains, 134; sales 
on Sunday, 460; validity of contract, 340; 
work of necessity, 38. 


Taxation—appeal from board of equalization, 
18; assessment, 206, 242; avoiding tax sale, 
300; back taxes, 380; barring mortgages, 
300; debts due non-residents, 96; deduction 
of debts, 188; defenses, 460; description of 
premises, 340; diversion of fund, 440; exemp- 
tions, 320, 340; federal agencies, 224; fran- 
chise as real estate, 188; inheritance tax, 
440; involuntary payment, 206; persons li- 
able, 58; powers of legislatures, 224; pro- 
ceedings for judgment, 400; property sub- 
ject, 420; railroads, 380; railroad property, 
460; recovery of excessive payments, 320; 
redemption, 400; right to attack tax title, 
242; sale for taxes, 360; suit to determine 
validity, 38; tax deed, 78, 280, 300, 460; tax 
sale, 224, 300, 340; technical requirements, 
188; transfer tax, 460; void tax sale, 360. 


Telegraphs and Telephones—contracts between, 
58; contracts for services, 170; damages for 
failure to deliver telegram, 78, 152, 360; 
damages for mental suffering, 482; delay in 
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delivering message, 420; delayed telegram, 
78; duty to receive and send message, 260; 
error in transmission, 260; failure to deliver 
death message, 206; failure to deliver mes- 
sage, 114; failure to furnish market re- 
ports, 260; franchise, 300, 460; mental an- 
guish, 482; punitive damages, 420; rates, 
280; rent payable in advance, 280; rental 
for use of streets. 260; use of streets, 460. 


Tenancy in Common—action to recover land, 
440; adverse possession, 224, 260; confiden- 
tial relations, 360; discharging tax liens, 
188; liens, 114. : 


Theaters and Shows—injury to guest, 300; right 
to admission, 152. : 


Title Insurance—indemnity, 38. 


Torts—interference with employment, 114; mali- 
cious injury to business, 340; persons liable, 
440; subpoena duces tecum, 96 


Towns—liability on contracts, 18; maintenance 
of ditch, 280; power to issue bonds, 320. 


Trade Marks and Trade Names—beneficial as- 
sociations, 134; color of patented article, 
420; descriptive terms, 170; infringement, 58, 
78, 206, 300, 420; unfair competition, 134, 340, 
440; use of individual name, 38. 


Trespass—damages, 18; proving title, 152. 
Trespass to Try Title—burden of proving ti- 
tle, 460. 


Trial—amendment of verdict, 152; demeanor of 
witness, 188; discretion of trial court, 340; 
evidentiary facts, 400; excessive verdict, 33; 
instruction, 1384, 188, 260, 482; interroga- 
tories, 482; introduction of evidence, 482; 
motion for non-suit, 170; non-suit, 206, 320. 


Trover and Conversion—demand, 96; property 
taken from prisoner, 224; set-off, 340. 


Trusts—accounting by trustee, 206; appoint- 
ment, 340; contract construed, 340; con- 
version of property, 482; cotton rents, 223; 
deeds, 18, 280; distribution, 280; equity jur- 
isdiction, 96; establishment, 340; evidence, 
300; execution of trust, 96; existence of 
relation, 300; following trust property, 482; 
instrument creating trusts, 400; investment 
of funds, 152; management of trust estate, 
300; nature of resulting trusts, 58; power 
of revocation, 460; resulting trusts, 134, 224, 
320, 440; sale of ward’s land, 460; testamen- 
tary trusts, 152; undue influence, 206. 


United States—suit against officer, 58. 
Use and Occupation—rental value, 482. 


Usury—consideration for note, 340; installments 
of interest, 242; interest after maturity, 18; 
interest in advance, 152; right to deduct 
usurious interest, 420; sale of wages earn- 
ed, 152. 


Vagrancy—nature of offense. 400. 


Vendor and Purchaser—acceptance varying 
from offer, 260; action for rescission, 320; 
bona fide purchaser, 420; construction and 
operation of contract, 460; construction of 
contract, 320; constructive notice, 340; 
contracts, 300; contract to convey land, 
78; deeds, 170; enforcement of vendor's 
lien, 440; equitable lien, 170; execu- 
tory contract, 320; fraudulent representa- 
tion, 280; interest payments, 58; marketabil- 
ity of title, 400; nonpayment of purchase 
price, 114; offer to sell, 170; options, 18; 
oral contract to convey, 280; performance of 
contract, 360; procurement of mortgage ex- 
tension, 380; recitals in conveyance, 152; 





remedies of vendor, 420; rescission " 
rights acquired, 96; rights of bona ron 
chaser, 460; rights of parties, 206; specific 
performance, 188; time for erformance, 134; 
title of vendee, 170; title ofl condar, 460; un- 
recorded deed, 78; vendor's title, 242. 


Venue—change of place of trial, 170; co-defend- 
ant, 18; jurisdiction, 340; right to change, 
188; second application for change, 134. 


Warehousemen—burden of proving negligence, 
482; construction of warehouse receipt, 300; 
contract created, 78; negligence, 260. 


Waters and Water Courses—appropriation, 78; 
appropriation for irrigation, 18; construc- 
tion of railroad, 460; contamination of 
stream, 482; contract to convey water right, 
300; contract to furnish water, 206; dam- 
ages for obstructing drain, 188; dams, 188, 
400; diversion, 18, 224; draining meandered 
lake, 188; exclusive right to construct water 
works, 188; fire protection, 460; fixing rates, 
400; flooding lands, 440; injunction, 206; in- 
jury from irrigation leakage, 188; irriga- 
tion, 206; irrigation rights, 242; municipal 
supply, 224; obstruction of stream, 440; pol- 
lution, 18; protection of water right, 206; 
public supply, 207; regulation of water 
rates, 420; riparian owners, 18, 58; shore 
land, 482; supplying water for domestic 
purposes, 38; surface waters, 38; village 
contract, 340; water appropriation, 300; 
water for fire use, 420; water rents, 460. 


Weapons—pointing and aiming, 380; what con- 
stitutes, 360. 


Weights and Measures—police powers, 96. 
Wharves—construction of wharves, 420. 


Wills—action to set aside, 134; ademption, 58; 
allowance to beneficiaries, 482; authority to 
devise estate, 38; burden of proving undue 
influence, 78; capital and income, 400; con- 
dition of forfeiture, 3405 construction, 18, 38, 
188, 206, 300, 320, 340, 482; contracts to de- 
vise, 440; conveyance for remainderman, 380; 
disqualifying interest of witness, 38; es- 
tate created, 440; estoppel by acceptance, 
152; income of trust fund, 18; intention to 
exclude defendants, 58; interest on legacies, 
460; interest on pecuniary legacies, 134; 
jurisdiction, 206; meaning of word heir, 400; 
nature of testamentary disposition, 96; par- 
tial intestacy, 340; probate, 460; remainders, 
188; revocation, 188; rights of creditors, 224; 
rights of remainderman, 96; rights of wid- 
ow, 18; right to income, 380; specific lega- 
cies, 242; testamentary capacity, 206, 420, 
460; undue influence, 18; unnatural dispo- 
sition of estate. 240; validity of unnatural 
will, 460; widow’s right of election, 300; 
words or survivorship, 134; writing attach- 
ed to will, 440. 


Witnesses—affirmation, 460; competency, 78, 114, 
260, 300, 340, 400, 460; credibility, 134, 152, 
188, 340, 400; cross-examination, 18, 300, 
380, 440; effect of impeachment, 300; fees, 
78; hostile testimony, 78; humiliation, 38; 
impeaching one’s own witness, 460; im- 
peachment, 78, 134, 340, 460; privileged com- 
munications, 38, 114, 188, 340, 360, 460; pro- 
spective heirs, 18; questions concerning 
moral character, 206; redirect examination; 
78: refreshing memory, 188, 340, 400, 460; 
sufficiency of evidence, 482; testifying from 
best recollection, 114; transaction with de- 
ceased persons, 96, 224; wills, 188. 


ork and Labor—complaint, 18; evidence as 

™ " value, 380;. farm leases, 320; liability of 

surety, 400; persons in family relation, 58; 
value of services, 188. 
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Ee. A. Brown. 

John W. Chamblee. 

Lee Cowart. 

J. B. Garber. 

Ww. A. Jenkins. 

J. Cc. King. 

Hugh A. Locke. 

Alex. T. London. 

John Hearst Miller. 

Nathan L. Miller. 

Cc. C. Nesmith. 

Erle Pettus. 

R. C. Redus. 

Samuel B. Stern. 

R. L. Thornton. 

Tillman, Grubb, 

Bradley & Morrow 

L. M. Washington. 

Chas. Whitaker. 

Frank S. White & 

Sons. 

Sterling A. Wood. 
DECATUR. 

W. W. Callahan. 

E. W. Godbey. 
FLORENCE. 

F. L. Soper. 
GADSDEN. 

P. E. Culli. 


Powell & Hamilton. 
HUNTSVILLS. 

R. W. Walker. 
LAFAYETTE. 

N. D. Denson. 
MOBILE. 

Wm. S. Anderson. 

Hamilton & Thorn- 

ton. 

E. L. Russell. 
ee ti yy on 

Cc. E. Crenshaw. 

Crum & Weil. 

W. A. Gunter. 

Hon. Thos. W. Mar- 


tin. 

Ray Rushton. 

Judge R. T. Simp- 
son. 

J. Winter Thorn- 


= ° 
John W. Watts. 
PELL CITY. 
Starnes & Greene. 








SCOTTSBORO. 

a. L. E. Brown. 
SEL 

William W. Quarles. 
TUSCUMBIA 

W. P. & W. 

Chitwood. 

J. T. Kirk. 
WEDOWEE. 

Stoll Blake. 


ALASKA. 


FAIRBANKS. 
John F. Dillon. 
RAMPART. 
Charles B. Allen. 


ARIZONA. 


BISBEE. 

M. J. Brown. 

Edw. J. Flannigan. 
DOUGLAS. 

H. C. Beumler. 
GLOBE. 

Thos. E. Flannigan. 

George K. French. 

Rawlins & Little. 
KINGMAN. 

John Lane. 
PHOENIX. 

J. L. B. Alexander. 

Frank H. Lyman. 

Frank Cox. 

Paul Renau Ingles. 
PRESCOTT 

Thomas C. Cobb. 
TOMBSTON 

Ben oan 
TUCSON. 

D. F. Glidden. 

Josiah Ide. 

Ss. W. Purcell. 
YUMA. 

Fred L. Ingraham. 


ARKANSAS, 


ARKADELPHIA, 
— & McMil- 


an. 
ARKANSAS CITY. 
H. H 


a - Hays. 

ATKINS. 

J. A. Gillette. 
BATESVILLE. 

Jno. B. McCaleb. 
BENTONVTLLE. 

W. S. Floyd. 

W. D. Mauck. 


Smead & Powell. 
Cc. W. Smith. 





a aa ig 
M. J. Manning. 
+ Murphy. 
i ag ING. 
D. Hopson. 
F. G. Taylor. 
CRAWFORDSVILLE, 
Joseph Mosby. 
D. E. Reynolds 
De VALLS BLUFF. 
J. M. McClintock. 
DIERKS. 
G. G. Billings. 
EL DORADO. 
Mahony & Mahony. 
W. E. Patterson. 
EUREKA SPRINGS. 
F. O. Butt. 
John B. ir 
FORREST CITY 
S. H. Mann. 
Norton & Prewett. 
J. M. Prewett. 
hs oe. 
Cc. Hankins. 
FORT SMITH. 
Thos. B. Pryor. 
Harry P. Warner. 
HARRISBURG. 
Ed. J. Jacob, Jr. 
HARRISON. 
E. S. Alexander. 
Geo. J. Crump. 
HARTFORD. 
Cc. T. Ss ses 
HELEN 
Rdward Bevens. 
R. B. Campbell. 
HOPE. 
Jobe & Carrigan. 
D. W. MeMillan. 
HOT SPRINGS. 
Hon. Y. W. Lake- 


man. 

Wood & Henderson. 
JONESBORO. 

J. F. Gautney. 
LEWISVILLE. 

King +. Whatley. 
LITTLH R OCK. 

Samuel R. Allen. 

Ashley Cockrill. 

oO. Farrington. 

A. W. Files. 

John B. Jones. 

S. A. Jones. 

Radcliffe & Fletcher. 

M. B. Rose. 

H. G. Wernimont. 
LONOKE. 

ieee t Robinson. 
a 


W. A. Compton. 
P. D. McCullough. 





MARION. 

A. B. Shafer. 
MARSHALL. 

Wm. Gilmore. 

Wm. T. Mills. 
MORRILTON. 

John F. Sellers. 
NASHVILLE. 

W. C. Rodgers. 
NEWPORT. 

Claude M. Erwin. 

John W. Stayton. 
PARAGOULD. 

be af Band. 

D. Block. 

PIGGOT T. 

Spence s Dudley. 
PINE BLUFF. 

N. J 


Taylor & Jones. 
ROGERS. 

John a Du Bois. 

E. R. Morgan. 
RUSSELLVILLE, 

J. T. Bullock. 
SILOAM SPRINGS. 

A. Y. Killingsworth. 
TEXARKANA 

W. Hz. Arnold. 

John N. Cook. 

= M. Mann. 

M. E. Eeapeeee. 


VAN BU 
L. H. Southmayd, 
WALNUT RIDGE 
W. E. Beloate. 
WARREN. 
W. S. Goodwin. 
WYNNE. ° 
J. C. Brookfield. 


CALIFORNIA. 


BERKLEY. 
Henry M. McGill. 
BRIDGEPORT: 
Parker & Parker. 
CHICO. 


Park Henshaw. 
COLUSA 

Hon. H. M. Albers. 

Ernest Weyand. 
EL CENTRO. 

L. Brown. 

EUREKA 

Denver Sevier. 
FRESNO. 
Hoare Brickley. 
S. J. Hinds. 
F. H. Short. 
Lewis H. Smitn. 
H. H. Welsi. 
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GRASS VALLEY. 
John Mulroy. 
HANFORD. 

Robt. W. Miller. 
J. C. C. Russell. 
IMPERIAL. 
P. Shaw. 
CH. 


George H. 
LONG BEA 

Hon. T. A. Sherwood. 
LOS ANGELES. 

Adcock & Reymert. 

Cc. S. Anderson. 

Geo. E. Banks. 

I. D. Blair. 

James H. Blanchard. 

Wm. J. Danford. 

James Doughty. 

T. E. Gibbon. 

Gibson, Trask, Dunn 

& Crutcher. 

J. V. Hannon, 

A. W. Hutton. 

Kemp & Collier. 

Warren E. Lloyd. 

Louis Luckel. 

E. E. Milliken. 

oO. H. ae 

Henry Nisbet. 

a A. hy Ema 

W. F. Palmer. 

Andrew G. Park. 

Paran F. Rice. 

Albert Lee Stephens. 

Clay S. Tappaan. 
MADERA. 

Geo. G. Goucher. 
MARTINEZ. 

Harry M. Harrison. 
MODESTO. 


Harmon Bell. 

John C. Scott. 

R. M. Fitzgerald. 

Dudley Kinsell. 

James G. Quinn. 

M. L. Rawson. 

Lawrence Sledge. 
PASADENA. 

M. B. Butler. 

J. G. Rossiter. 
RIVERSIDE. 

H. L. Carnahan. 

Lafayette Gill. 

F. G. Hall. 

Cc. L. McFarland. 

Thos. T. Porteous. 

Purington & Adair. 
SACRAMENTO. 

Jas. D. Cornell. 

Jas. D. Devine. 

deg & Devlin. 


E. Doolittle. 
W. H. C. Ecker. 
SAN BERNARDINO. 
Herbert H. Chase, 
SAN FRANCISCO. 
Bishop & Hoefler. 
Burke Corbet. 
F. P. Deering. 
A. N. Drown. 
Hon. A. C. Freeman. 
Francis J. Heney. 
James M. Kerr. 
Knight & Heggerty. 
Lent & Humphrey. 
G. W. McEmerney. 
Robert R. Moody. 
Nathan Newmark. 
J. B. Reinstein. 
Edward R. saeeee. 
Titus & Creed 
Wright & Wright. 
SAN JOSE. 
J. H. Russell. 
SAN LUIS OBISPO. 
Thomas Rhodes. 
T. A. Norton. 
SAN PEDRO. 
Miner a neerten. 
SANTA A 
F. O. Goats 





SANTA BARBARA. 
Ralph W. Schoon- 
over. 
E. W. Squier. 
SANTA MONICA, 
W. M. Palmer. 
SUISUN CITY. 
T. T. C. Gregory. 
TULARE. 


Cc. lL. e eee 
bal aes 
R. R. "Foviiee. 
VISALIA. 
Maurice E. Power. 
WILLOWS. 
Frank Freeman. 


COLORADO. 


BOULDER. 
Elbert Greenman. 
John Wolff. 
BRIGHTON. 
C. A. Prentice. 
CENTRAL CITY. 
J. M. Seright. 
Chase Withrow. 
DENVER. 
Bartels, Blood & 
Bancroft 
Hugh Butler. 
Cc. W. Franklin. 
Frank E. Gove. 
John W. Helbig. 
John Hipp. 
Philip Hornbein. 


Richard McKnight. 
Henry F. May. 
H. M. Orahood. 
ge. S. Redd. 
D. Rees. 
it Riddell. 
Ewing Robinson. 
W. T. Rogers. 
Rogers, Ellis & 
Johnson. 
Erastus W. Smith. 
George D. Talbot. 
Hon. Sterling B. To- 
ney. 
Ed. D. Upham. 
E. T. Wells. 
oO. B. Wilcox. 
Ernest L. a 
FORT COLL 
Frank J. Gaile. 
ta MORGAN. 
F. E. Pendell. 
GOLD HILL. 
E. C. Bradstreet. 
GRARD JUNCTION. 
J. S. Carnahan, 
S. M. Logan. 
J. W. Rozzelle. 
Guy V. Sternberg. 
GREELEY. 
James E. Garrigues. 
F. J. Green. 
Wm. Hall Thompson. 
Charles D. Todd. 
IDAHO SPRINGS. 
F. L. Collom. 
Erwin L. Regennit- 


ter. 
LA JUNTA. 
Fred A. Sabin, 
LEADVILLE. 


P. 
LONGMONT. 
Albert Dakan. 
MEEKER 


David M. Campbell. 

T. H. Devine. 

W. B. Townsend. 

W. B. Vates. 
SALIDA. 

Cc. A. Chamberlain. 
STERLING. 

H. E. Munson. 





TELLURIDE. 
L. W. Allen. 
L. C. Kinikin. 

— . D. 
 - Clark. 
Fart EB. Cooley. 
J. J. Hendrick. 
A. C. McChesney. 


CONNECTICUT. 
BRIDGEPORT. 


Cullinan & Cullinan. 


COS COB 


Theodore Schroeder. 


DANBU: 
Samuel A. Davis. 
HARTFORD. 
a W. F. Henny. 
H. Parker. 
NEW BRITAIN. 
B. F. Gaffney. 
NEW HAVEN. 
Bernard E. Lynch. 
Watrous & Day. 
White, Daggett & 


Blake. 
NEW LONDON. 
Arthur B, Calkins. 
NORWALK. 
J. Belden Hurlbutt. 
Warner & Gold- 
schmidt. 
NORWICH. 
J. J. Desmond. 
WINSTED. 
W. G. Manchester. 
G. A. Sanford. 
WOODMONT. 
Jos. Anderson, Jr. 


CUBA. 


HAVANA. 
Robt. E. Hollings- 
worth. 


DELAWARE. 


WILMINGTON. 
John P. Nields. 
Marvel & Marvel. 
J. Harvey White- 

man. 


DISTRICT OF CO- 
. LUMBIA. 


WASHINGTON. 
Thomas Becket. 
Geo. W. Blackwell. 
Wm. W. Boarman. 
Britton & Gray. 
Brandenburg & 

Brandenburg. 
Chapin Browne. 
Phil. W. Chew. 
Woodbridge Clapp. 
Dudley & Michener. 
Hughes & Gray. 
Wm. C. Martin. 


Matthew E. O’Brtfen. 


J. M. Ricks. 

J. W. Staggers. 
Mark Stearman. 
H. T. Taggart. 
- Louis Taylor. 
Ss. T. Thomas. 
Robt. L. Waring. 


Gustav W. Wiegand. 


Irving Williamson. 
W. H. Wills. 
David Wolfe. 


FLORIDA, 


BARTOW. 
H. K. Oliphant. 
Wilson & Boswell. 
Wilson & Wilson. 
CEDAR KEYS. 
Fred Cubberly. 
CHIPLEY. 
Cook & McRae. 





CRYSTAL a 
J. B. Cla 

DADE pe 
J. G. Wallace. 

DeFUNIAK SPRINGS. 
Daniel Campbell & 


Son. 
W. W. Flournoy. 
D. Stuart Gillis. 

FORT OGDEN. 

Cc. C. Morgan. 

FORT PIERCE. 
Parker & Broome. 

GAINESVILLE. 
Horatio Davis. 

INVERNESS. 

Thos. P. Lloyd. 

JACKSONVILLE. 
John H. Ballou. 
Barrs & Odom. 

A. L. Bowman. 

L. F. Brothers. 

D. C. Campbell. 
Walter B. Clarkson. 
E. Engle. 
Mark F. Hanlon. 
Frank E. Jennings. 
Mclivaine & Cowan. 
A. D. MeNeill. 

Fred. B. Noble. 
Pope & Pope. 

I. G. Purcell. 
Toomer & Reynolds. 
B. R. Walzer. 

JENSEN. 

T. J. De Steuben. 

KEY WEST 
J. Vining Harris. 
J. M. hipps. 

H. H. Taylor. 
Hon. B. B. Whalton. 

LAKE CITY. 

A. J. Henry. 

Robertson & Small. 
LEESBURG. 

J. B. Gaines. 

LIVE OAK. 

_ Ira J. Carter. 
Hardee & Butler. 
A. L. Lestie. 

J. E. Wood. 

MARIANNA. 

Milton Pledger. 

MILTON. 

B. F. Inman. 
Thos. F. West. 

MONTICELLO. 

T. M. Puleston. 

OCALA. 

Joseph Bell. 
R. B. Bullock. 
Hocker & Duvall. 

ORLANDO. 

Massey & Warlow. 

ae ok oO. 

Wilson. 

PENSACOLA, 

John C. Avery. 
Wm. A. Blount. 

J. W. Kehoe. 
Maxwell & Reeves. 
Kirke Monroe. 

Geo. T. Morgan. 

S. Pasco, Jr. 

I. H. Spears. 
Sullivan & Sullivan. 

PERRY. 

L. W. Blanton. 
Hendry & McKinnon 

PLANT CITY. 

G. B. Wells. 

QUINCY. 

J. Baxter Campbell. 
Y. L. Watson. 

ST. AUGUSTINE. 

R. H. Mickler. 

TALLAHASSEE. 
Fred T. Myers. 
Raney & Oven. 

TAMPA. 


J. W. Frazier. 

C. E. Harrison. 

W. H. Jackson. 

Geo. P. Raney, Jr. 
K. I. MeKay. 

Donald C. McMullen. 
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TAMPA. 
W. T. Martin. 
W. B. een. 
J. B. Wa 
WEST PALM BEACH. 
W. I. Metcalf. 


GEORGIA. 
es 's. 


Jos. L. Hull. 

J. J. Strickland. 
ATLANTA 

Reuben R. Arnold. 

Brown & Randolph. 

Dorsey, Brewster & 


Alonzo Field. 

Stiles Hopkins. 

James L. Key. 

R. O. Lovett. 

Geo. B. Rush. 

Burton Smith. 

W. H. Terrell. 

Smith, Hammond & 

Smith. 

Alex. W. Stephens. 

W. D. Thomson. 

Geo. Westmoreland. 
AUGUSTA. 

J. R. Lamar, 
BAINBRIDGE. 

Will H. Krause. 
BRUNSWICK. 

Powell & Nail. 
CARTERSVILLE. 

Joe M. Moon. 

John T. Norris. 
CEDARTOWN. 

Bunn & Bunn. 

W. H. Trawick. 


McDonald & (Quincy. 
FORSYTH. 

Persons & Persons. 
LAGRANGE. 

A. H. Thompson. 
MACON. 

John I. Hall. 

Hardeman & Jones. 

Hon. Emory Speer. 

R. S. Wimberly. 
MARIETTA. 

Geo. F. Gober. 

Greene F. Johnson. 
NEWNAN. 

H. wt Hall. 
OCILL 

McDonald & Quin- 


PELHAM. 
J. J. H 


John H. Reece. 
SA NDERSVILLE. 
Thomas W. Hard- 
wick. 
SAVANNAH. 
S. B. Adams. 
Henry C. Cunning- 


ham. 
Garrard & Meldrim. 
Geo. C. Haywood, Jr. 
J. H. Hinckle, 
H. A. Macbeth. 

T. P. Ravenel. 
O'Connor & O’Byrne. 
- W. Osborne, 

Geo. W. Owens. 
Wm. B. Stephens. 
Twiggs & Gazan. 





sv A. 

H. Saffold. 
Saftoid & Larson. 
SYLVANIA. 
Lovett. 


L. Henderson. 
WRIGHT SVILLE. 
J. L. Kent. 


HAWAIIAN 
ISLANDS. 


monaeie. 
F. E. Thompson, 
KEALAKEKUA. 
Harry T. Mills. 


IDAHO. 


BOISE CITY. 
Milton G. Cage. 
somes Ee weasels 
Ss. H. 
Johnson é +e Johnson. 


Chas. F. Koelsch. 

Cc. H. Libby. 

é.. 3 Senes. 

Richards & Haga. 

Geo. H. Rust. 

Fremont Wood. 
BURLEY. 

c. A. Johnson. 
CALDWELL 

Griffiths & Griffiths. 

Rice, Thompson & 

Buckner. 

Frank J. Smith. 

Owen M. Van Duyn. 
CHALLIS. 

Milton A. Brown. 
COEUR D’ALENE. 

R. E. McFarland. 

Reed & Baughton. 

John M. Flynn. 
GRANGEVILLE. 

Jas. De Haven. 
HAILEY. 

—a & Brodd- 


h 
IDAHO FALLS. 
J. Ed. Smith. 


ILO. 
G. O. McMinimy. 
LEWISTON. 
James E. Babb. 


SALMON. 

John H. Padgham. 
SANDPOI 

G 


. W. Lennard. 
ILLINOIS. - 


ALTON. 
Levi Davis. 
J. V. E. Marsh. 


AURORA. 
Hopkins, 
Hopkins. 
Murphy & Alschuler. 
Frank R. Reid. 
Fred B. Silsbee. 
BELLEVILLE. 
Wm. U. Bpibert. 
BELVIDER 
P. H O Donnell. 
R. W. Wright. 


Peffers & 





ae > oe ye 
John G. Boeker. 
Louis Fitzhenry. 
Bracken, Young 
Peirce. 
Barry & Morrissey. 
Henry D. Spencer. 
CARLYLE. 
H. V. Murray. 


CARMI. 
aes Spicknall, 
r. 


CARPHAGDE. 
Charles A. seamen. 
Wm. B. Riss 
Charles J.- Scofield. 

CHESTER. 

H. Clay Horner. 


CHICAGO. 
E. A. Aborn. 
Samuel Adams. 
Alden, Latham & 
Young. 


Hon. C. H. Aldrich. 

Ashcraft & Ashcraft. 

Fred A. Bangs. 

R. W. Barger. 

S. H. Bethea. 

Aug. Binswanger. 

Harry L. Bird. 

mg W. Bowers, 
M. H. Burgett. 

Wun F. Carroll. 

Axel Chytraus. 

Wells M. Cook. 

Cratty Bros. & Jar- 


E. 
F. 


Cummings. 

. Dillard. 

Cc. Donovan. 

E. R. Eldridge. 

E. B. Esher. 

O. Peckham. 

Herman Frank. 

Herrick, Allen, Boy- 
esen & Martin. 

Wm. Holly. 

Wilber N. Horner. 

Geo. E. G. Johnson. 

Elmer Allen Kimball 

P. W. Loskill. 

F. J. Loesch. 

Frank E. Lord. 

Geo. E. McCaughan. 

Jos. A. McInerney. 

James C. McShane. 

A. W. Martin. 

Mastin & Sherlock. 

Mayer, Meyer & 
Austrian. 

Thos. J. Morgan. 

Edward H. Morris. 

Chas. F. Morse. 

Edwin A. Munger. 

J. S. Murray. 

Musgrave, Vroman 

Lee. 


« 
Woman $ 


ag Newman. 
BE. O'Neill. 
Pou. Miller & Starr. 
E. B. Peirce. 
F. P. Read. 
Fr. F. Reed. 
H. A. Ritter. 
Rosenthal & Hamill. 
John L. Shortall. 
Thomas L. Stitt. 
Dennis W. Sullivan. 
Henry 8S. Wilcox. 
Chas. A. Williams. 
Winston, Payne & 
Strawn. 
Cyrus J. Wood. 
CLINTON. 
Michael Donohue. 
DANVILLE. 
Lindley, weno & 
Lindley 
DECATUR. 
James S. Baldwin, 
I. A. Buckingham. 
D. Hutchison. 





EAST ST. LOUIS. 
yeoman, 4 el Whitnel. 
D. E. 


ee ‘we . 5 HRS 


EFFINGHAM. 
G. F. Taylor. 
me . 


Keith. 
EVANSTON. 
John F. Boyer, J. P. 
FARMER CITY. 
Herrick & Herritk. 
FREEPORT. 


Robert P. Eckert. 
ULTON. 

Chas. C. McMahon. 
GALENA 

— Thomas H. 


Hodso 
GALESBURG. 
eg S. Harrtis., 


J. King. 
William, Terwsenes 
Welsh & Green 
GOLCONDA. 
Wm. H. Moore. 
HARDIN. 
Chas. Temple. 
HILLSBORO. 
E. La 


\ ne. 

Amos Miller. 
JACKSONVILLE. 

Edward P. Kirby. 
JOLIET. 

S. Russell Bowen. 

J. T. Donahoe. 
KANKAKEE. 

W. J. Brock. 
LINCOLN. 

Beach & Hodnett. 
MACOMB. 

Neece & Elting. 

Vose & Creel. 
MARSHALL. 


Andrews & Vause. 

John McNutt, Jr. 
MOLINE. 

+ =o J. L. Oak- 
MONMOUTH. 

= B. Brown. 

J. Grier. 

MURPHYSBORO. 

J. H. Martin, Sr. 
OREGON. 

Hon. J. C. Seyster. 
OTTAWA. 

Owen Anderson. 
PARIS. 

Joseph E. Dyas. 

F. E. Shopp. 
PEKIN. 

Prettyman, Velde & 

Prettyman. 

PEORIA. 

oO. J. Bailey. 

a Irvine, ‘Jack & 


PETERSBURG. 


B. K. Wel 
ROCK ISLAND. 
Jackson, Hurst & 
Stafford. 
SHAWNEETOWN. 
. M. Kinsall. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
Geo. B. Gillespie. 
STERLING. 
H. C. Ward. 
STREATOR. 
Wm. H. Boys. 
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SYCAMORE. 

John a 
TUSCOL 

Chas. ¢ Eckhart, 
URBANA 

Thos. zo Roth. 
WATSEK 

Jno. P. Pallissard. 
WAUKEGAN. 

Cooke, Pope & Pope. 
WINCHESTER. 

James M. Riggs. 


INDIANA, 


ANDERSON. 

Glenda Burke Slay- 

maker. 

ATTICA. 

J. W. Whiskson. 

A. E. Yount. 
AUBURN. 

P. V. Hoffman. 
BEDFORD. 

Brooks & Brooks. 
BOURBON. 

John D. Thomas. 
CLOVERDALE. 

J. F. O’Brien, 
COLUMBUS. 

‘oe T. Hord. 

Cc. Baker. 
CONNERSV ILLE. 

McKee, Frost & 

Elliott. 

COVINGTON. 

Wilber F. Stillwell. 
CRAWFORDSV ILLE. 
Crane. 


Ho Gould. 
EVANSVILLE. 

James T. Cutler. 

Cc. B. Harris. 

Logsdon & Mason. 

oO. R. Luhring. 

James T. Walker. 
FORT WAYNE. 

Breen & Morris. 

W. G. Colerick. 

E. V. Emrick. 

James E. Graham, 

Samuel M. Hench. 

A. A. Purman. 

Somers & Kennerk. 

O. N. Heaton. 

Hon. Allen Zollars. 
FRANKLIN. : 

White & White. 
GARY. 

Curtis, Widholm & 

Slick. 

GOSHEN. 

Deahl & Deahl. 

A. S. Zook. 
GREENCASTLE. 

B. F. Corwin. 
GREENSBURG. 

John F. Goddard. 

Wickens & Osborn. 
GREENWOOD. 

E. A. McAlpin. 
HAMMONvw. 

4 L. Bomberger. 
HUNTINGTON. 

Sumner Kenenr. 

Emmett O. King. 
INDIANAPOLIS. 

Bamberger & Feible- 

man. 


Brown & Kepperley. 


Oliver H. Carson. 
Chas. M. Cooper. 
J. H. C. Denman. 
Duncan, Smitn & 
Duncan. 

W. O. Dunlavy. 
Wm. F. Eliiott. 
Geo. W. Galvin. 
J. T. V. Hii. 

M. W. Hopkins. 
Aquilla Q. Jones. 
Collie E. Kinney. 


Robert W. McBride. 
Newton J. McGuire. 
Wm. S. McMaster. 





INDIANAPOLIS. 


Frederick E. Matson 

Harry J. Milligan. 

W. N. Pickerill. 

L. Ebling Reinhold. 

W. W. Thornton. 
JHFFERSONVILLE. 

Wilmer T. Fox. 
KNOX. 

Charles H. Peters. 
KOKOMO. 

Bell & Purdum 

John B. Joyce. 
LAFAYETTE. 

Edgar G. Collins. 

Hon. R.’*F. Davidson. 

A. L. Kumler. 

E. P. Hammond, 

Charles E. Lake. 

J. F. McHugh. 

Dan. W. Simms. 


. Stanford. 
LOGANSPORT. 
D. C. Arthur. 
Frank V. Guthrie. 
Charles EB. Hale. 
M. B. Lairy. 
Lairy & Reeder. 
MADISON. 
A. D. Vanosdal. 
MARION. 
Gus S. Condo. 
Henry & Elliot. 
Frank Stout. 
as a 


G. V. Menzies. 


MUNCIE. 

Frank Ellis. 

Wm. T. Haymond. 

Hon. Geo. H. Coons. 

Walter J. Lotz. 

W. W. Orr. 

Francis A. Shaw. 

R. E. Stevenson. 
NAPPANEE. 

Perry A. Early. 
NEW ALBANY. 

Geo. H. Hester. 

Wm. H. Roose. 
PERU. 

Cox & Andrews. 
PORTLAND. 

Emerson McGriff. 
RICHMOND. 

R. Paige. 
ROACHDALE. 

Arthur Stevenson. 
ROCHESTER. 

J. H. Bibler. 

O. F. Montgomery. 
ROCKPORT. 

L. N. Savage. 
ROCKVILLE. . 

Elwood Hunt. 
RUSHVILLE. 

John H. Kiplinger. 

Wallace Morgan. 
SHELBYVILLE. 

J. W. Billman. 
SOUTH BEND. 

Charles A. Davey. 

George Ford. 

H. N. S. Home. 

Wm. A. MclInerny. 
SPENCER. 

I. H. Fowler. 
SULLIVAN. 

W. H. Bridwell. 

Charles D. Hunt. 

A. D. Leach. 

J. W. Lindley. 
TERRE HAUTE. 

H. J. Baker. 

R. H. Catlin. 

W. T. Douthitt. 

C. A. Royse. 





UNION CITY. 
Wm. F. Fowler. 

VALPARAISO. 
Crumpacker & 


D. F. Brooks. 

N. G. Hunter. 

Anderson & Slick. 

A. H. Moodricker. 

Alvah Taylor. 

WALKERTON 

Curtis Widholm & 
Slick. 

J. Willi Cotton. 

AW. 


WARS 
L. W. Royse. 
WINAMAC. 
Spangler & Spang- 
ler. 


John. T. Clarkson. 
ALGONA 
a... ae Bonar. 


AMES. 
G. A. Underwood. 
ATLANTIC. 
Jas. B. Bruff. 
Ss. H. — 
BEDFO 

Flick = Flick. 
BOONE 

J. R. Whitaker. 
BURLINGTON. 


CEDAR FALLS. 
J. B. Newman. 
CEDAR RAPIDS. 
Vincil Drahos. 
Jamison & Smyth. 


Redmond & Stewart. 


CLINTON. 
Chase & Seaman. 
J. S. Hart, J. P. 


Lewis Miles. 
COUNCIL BLUFFS. 

T. J. Boland. 

D. H. Stubbs. 

Emmet Tinley. 
CRESTON. 


Jas. W. Bollinger. 
Cook & Dodge. 
Henry E. C. Ditzen. 
M. V. Gannon. 

J. C. Hall. 

Hass & Hamann. 
Henry H. Jebens. 
F. D. Letts. 

W. G. Mott. 

Isaac Petersburger. 


Louis E. Rodderwig. 


Schmidt & Vollmer. 

W. H. Wilson. 
DECORAH. 

H. F. Barthell. 
DES MOINES. 

Bowen, Brockett & 

Weldy. 

O. M. Brockett, 

Guy R. Carson. 

Dudley & Coffin. 

I. M. Earle. 

N. T. Guernsey. 

Halloran & Starkey. 

E. P. Hudson. 

Chas. E. Hunn.. 

Cc. W. Johnston. 

W. E. Miller. 

Clinton L. Nourse. 

Oscar Strauss. 

Sullivan & Sullivan. 

S. G. VanAuken. 

Geo. Wambach. 





ITT. 

W. A. Cotton. 
DUBUQUE. 

John G. Chalmers. 

J. P. Frantzen. 

Kenline & Roedell. 
ESTHERVILLE. 

Albert H. Nash. 
FORT DODGE. 

Wm. T. Chantland. 

R. M. Wright. 
GLENWOOD. 

C. E.«Dean. 
HARLAN. 

G. W. Cullison. 
IOWA CITY 

Walter M. Davis. 


F. C. Gilchrist. 
LE MARS. 

P. Farrell. 
LIVERMORE. 


oO. W. 
MUSCATINIE. 

E. M. Warner. 
MARSHALLTOWN. 

Hon. J. M. Parker. 
POCAHONTAS. 

Ralston & Shaw. 
RED OAK. 

Geo. W. Thomas. 
ROCKWELL CITY. 

M. W. Frick. 
SHENANDOAH. 

G. B. Jennings. 
SIDNEY. 

W. E. Mitchell. 
SIOUX CITY. 

John H. Jackson. 

Kass Bros. 

Wm. Milchrist. 

Robt. H. Munger. 
STORM LAKE. 

James De Land. 


TAMA. 
J. W. Willett. 
TIPTO 
W. CG. W. Geiger. 
WATERLOO 
C.D Kern. 
Edward H. McCoy. 
Hon. C. W. Mullan 


WAUKON. 
Dayton & Dayton. 
Douglas Deremore. 
WEBSTER CITY. 
A. N. Boeye. 
Wesley Martin. 


KANSAS, 


ARKANSAS CITY. 
I. C. Brown. 
J. Mack Love. 
A. J. Willer. 
ATCHISON. 
Henry Elliston. 
BELOIT 
M. E. 
CANHY. 
Fairchild & Parsons. 
W. A. Merrill. 
CHETOPA. 
A. D. Neale. 
CLAY CENTER. 
W. P. Anthony. 
COFFEYVILLE. 
Philip H. Cass. 
Gilbert M. Gauder. 
J. H. Keith. 
W. E. Zeigler. 
ELLSWORTH. 
Dallas Grover. 
EMPORIA. 
. Meckel. 
FORT SCOTT. 
Biddle & Lardner. 
John H. Crain. 
GALENA. 
Truman T. Burr. 


‘Michaelson. 
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GARDEN CITY. 

Miller & Foster. 
GARNETT. 

W. O. Knight. 
HOLTON. 

John D. Meyers. 
HUMBOLDT. 

G. A. Amos. 
HUTCHINSON. 

PF. F. Prigs- 

A. W. Tyler. 
INDEPBRNDENCE. 

oO. P. Ergenbright. 

J. W. Holdren. 

E. J. Lambert. 

Howard A. Scott. 


Stanford & Stanford. 


Thos. E. Wagstaff. 
J. B. Zeigler. 
IOLA 


Ca mpbell & Goshorn. 


W. D. Cope. 

R. E. Cullison. 

A. I. Florence. 

Hon. Oscar Foust. 

Samuel A. Gard. 

J. R. Miller. 
JEWELL CITY. 

J. C. Postlethwaite 


& Son. 

JUNCTION CITY. 

Jas. V. Humphrey. 
KANSAS CITY 

T. P. Anderson. 

Geo. W. Littick. 

Littick & Littick. 

Edwin S. McAnany. 

John. T. Sims. 
Nelson & 


LAWRENCE. 
Geo. J. Barker. 
Thos. Harley. 
L. H. Menger. 
J. H. Mitchell. 


y 


W. W. Nevison. 


Hon. 
LEAVENWORTH. 

A. E. Dempsey. 

J. H. Wendorff. 
LINCOLN. 

John J. McCurdy. 
LYONS 


Fred P. Green. 
MEDICINE LODGE. 


W. A. Diech. 

E. O. Ellis. 

J. W. Iden. 
PHILLIPSBURG. 

Judge W. H. Pratt. * 
PITTSBURG. 

Hon. Arthur Fuller. 

W. H. Morris. 

Ww. J. True. 
RUSSELL. 

G. heis:, -seeniied 


W. A. S. Bird. 

T. F. Garver. 

R. H. Gaw. 

L. H. Greenwood. 
Otis E. Hungate 

T. D. Humphreys. 
M. A. Low. 

S. McClintock. 
John W. Newell. 

H. C. Root. 

A. M. Thomas. 

D. Cc. Tillotson. 





— 
Beckstrom. 
WELLINGTON. 
W. T. McBride. 
WICHITA. 
John W. Adams, 
John D. Davis. 
Foulke & Matson. 
M. C. Freerks. 
Adrian S. Houck. 
F. K. Hammers. 
Houston & Brooks. 
WINFIELD. 
S. A. Smith. 
J. E. Torrance. 


KENTUCKY. 


ARGO. 
“—— Blankin- 


BARDSTOWN. 
N. W. Halstead. 
CATLETSBURG. 
Thomas R. Brown. 
COVINGTON. 
Robert C. Simmons 
DAYTON. 
Cc. J. Van Fleet. 


ELIZABETHTOWN. 

H. L. James. 
ELKTON. 

S. Walton Forgy. 
FRANKFORT. 

Wm. Rogers Clay. 

T. L. Edelen. 

Elwood Hamilton. 

T. B. McGregor. 
FULTON. 

Herschel T. Smith. 
GREENUP. 

Hon. J. B. Bennett. 
HARRODSBURG. 

Wm. L. Whittinghill 
HAWESVILLE 

Eugene C. Vance. 
HENDERSON. 

Clay & Clay. 
HAYDEN. 

J. M. Muncy 
LAWRENCEBURG . 

Morris W. Bartlett. 
LEXINGTON. 

J. A. Edge. 

J. D. & G. R. Hunt. 

A. 8S. Moore. 

Shelby & Shelby. 

P. J. Sh 


LOU ISVILLE. ° 
Paul Blackwood. 
A. S. Brandeis. 

W. C. Brown. 
J. M. Chatterson. 
R. C. Davis. 
William B. Eagles. 
G. A. Ellerkamp. 
Fairleigh, Straus & 
Fairleigh. 
Arthur E. Hopkins. 
W. S. Hogue. 
Clemens Huggins. 
Junius C. Klein. 
Kohn, Baird, Sloss 
& Kohn. 
D. M. Rodman. 
Delos B. Rogers. 
Andrew M. Sea, Jr. 
Cc. B. Seymour. 
Wm. Arthur Spindle. 

MAYSVILLE. 

Geo. W. Adair. 
Hon. A. M. J. Coch- 


ran. 
Frank P. O’Connell. 
MEEK. 
Wm. G. Wells. 
MORGANTOWN. 
Anthony Thatcher. 
NEWPORT. 
B. Kendrick. 
OWENSBORO. 
E. B. Anderson. 
Gilbert Holbrook. 





PADUCAH. 

E. W. Bagby. 

John W. Egester. 

J. C. Flournoy. 
PIKEVILLE. 

M. W. Maynard. 

Jas. M. Roberson. 
PINEVILLE. 

Cc. W. Metcalf. 

G. T. Simpson. 
PRESTONSBURG. 

W. C. Goble. 
RUSSELLVILLE. 

Ss. R. Crewdson. 
WILLIAMSBURG. 

R. L. Pope. 

H. H. Tye. 

R. S. Rose. 


LOUISIANA, 


ALEKANDRIA. 
G. Purnell Whitting- 
ton. 
COVINGTON. 
Miller & Morgan. 
CROWLEY. 
P. J. Chappuis. 
Thos. R. Smith. 
Story & Pugh. 
FRANKLIN. 
Paul Kramer. 
Charles A. O'Neill. 
LAKE CHARLES. 
R. L. Belden. 
L. A. Goudeau. 
Paul W. Hortig. 
Taylor & Taylor. 
Young & Plauche. 
NEW ORLEANS. 
Edgar M. Cahn. 
Carroll & Carroll. 
Clegg & Quintero. 
Dart & Kernan. 
F. B. Davenport. 
Farrar, Jonas & 
Kruttschnitt. 
John L. Feliu. 
Chas. Payne Fenner. 
Chas. F. Fletchinger. 
Rufus E. Foster. 
J. Marshal Lapeyre. 
Lazarus, Michel & 
Lazarus. 
Edwin J. Mahoney. 
Geo. A. Michel. 
James M. Pierce. 
Henry J. Rhodes. 
Chas. S. Rice. 
Frank L. Richard- 
son. 
Wynne G. Rogers. 
J. B. Rosser, Jr. 
E. D. Saunders. 
W. B. Spencer. 
Philborger & Duffy. 
John F. Tobin. 


Carsten E. Torjusen. 


Thompson B. Walker 
OPELOUSAS, 
L. Austin ” crs 
SHREVEPOR 
T. F. Bell, TF. 
L. C. Blanchard. 
Davis &. Browne. 
Files & Fisher. 
Col. D. Hicks. 
Herndon & exaaemae 
W. H. Wise 
VIDALIA. 
John S. Boatner, Jr. 
WINNFIELD. 
Grisham. Oglesby & 
Stennis. 


) 


MAINE. 


BIDDEFORD. 
George L. Emery. 
DEXTER. 
Thos. H. B. Pierce. 
LEWISTON. 
J. G. Chabot. 
MILO. 
W. A., Johnson. 





OLD TOWN. 
Jos. F. Gould. 
PORTLAND. 
John T. Fagan. 
George F. Gould. 
Seth L. Larrabee. 
Cc. P. Mattocks. 
D. A. Meaher. 
Frank W. Robinson. 
WOODFORDS. 
Scott Wilson. 


MARYLAND. 


BALTIMORE. 
Robert N. Baer. 
Allan Cleveland. 
Howard E. Cruse. 
Milton Dashiell. 
Alexander Hardcas- 

tle, Jr. 
W. Ashlie Hawkins. 
Lewis Hochheimer. 
Wm. C. McCard. 
Warner T. McGuinn. 
W. L. Marbury. 
H. E. Miles. 
Jacob S. New. 
Edward N. Rich. 
A. R. Riggs. 
Ralph Robinson. 
A. de Russy Sap- 
pington. 
Cc. F. Stein. 
Joseph R. Walter. 
M. R. Walter. 

CHESTERTOWN. 
Lewin W. Wickes. 

CUMBERLAND. 

J. W. S. Cochrane. 

De Warren H. 
Reynolds. 

Joseph Spriggs. 

HAGERSTOWN. 
Alexander Arm- 

strong, Jr. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


BOSTON. 
Joseph Bennett. 
Henry 8S. Dewey. 
Charles T. Grinnell. 
Samuel T. Harris. 
J. W. Pickering. 
Vahey, Innes & 
Mansfield. 
Samuel P. White. 
LOWELL. 
John W. McEvoy. 
John J. Pickman. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
James L. Doherty. 
WEBSTER. F 
H. J. Clarke. j 
WORCESTER. 
William C. Mellish. 


MICHIGAN 


ADRIAN. 
Geo. W. Ayres. 
Chas. L. Robertson. 
ALBION. 
E. R. Loud. 
ALLEGAN. 
C. Montagne. 
Philip Padgham. 
Wm. W. Warner. 
ANN ARBOR. 
William G. Doty, 
J.P 


BATTLE CREEK. 
Hon. Jesse Arthur. 
Burritt Hamilton. 

BAY CITY. 

Brackie J. Orr. 

CADILLAC. 

E. E. Haskins. 

DETROIT. 

Atkinson & Atkinsom 
E. S. Clarkson. 
Ronald Kelly. 

. A. Lockwood. 
Sidney T. Miller. 
Isaac N. Payne. 
Ira J. Pettiford.. 
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DETROIT. 
Washington I. Rob- 
inson. 
W. A. Seegmiller. 
Geo. A. Safford. 
Hal. H: Smith. 
Ss. G. Thompson. 
FLINT. 
Everett L. Bray. 
GLADWIN. 
Hon. T. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 
Boltwood & Bolt- 
wood. 
Colin P. Campbell. 
H. Monroe Dunham. 
Gerald Fitz Gerald. 
H. H. Freeland. 
Reuben Hatch. 
James A. Lombard. 
Taggart & Taggart. 
HOUGHTON. 
A. T. Streetor. 
JACKSON. 
Thomas A. Wilson. 
KALAMAZOO. 
E. M. Irish. 
LANSING. 
Harris E. Thomas, 
ay ie 
J. Waters. 


Michael J. Doyle. 
MT. CLEMENS. 


Smith, Nims, Hoyt 
& Ewing. 

Willard J. Turner. 
PORT HURON. 

Mrs. Lizzie Avery. 
SAULT STE MARIE. 

Geo. A. Cady. 

W. A. Coutts. 


MINNESOTA. 
ALBERT LEA. 
4H. H. Dunn. 


T. C. Blewitt. 
Hon. W. S. McClen- 
ahan. 

W. H. Mantor 
BUFFALO. 

w. i. pneing. 
CLOQU 

F. V. , = 
CROOKSTON. 

George J. Cannon. 

Charles Loring. 

Miller & Foote. 
DETROIT. 

Schroeder & Carman. 
DULUTH. 

John B. Arnold. 

H. O. Courtney. 

W. G. Crosby. 

M. Douglas. 

Victor H. Gran. 

Warren E. Greene. 

L. C. Harris. 

Ss. T. Harrison. 

Andrew Nelson. 

L Uv. © Fitus. 
John G. Williams. 


EAST GRAND FORKS. 


Bronson .& Collins. 
FERGUS FALLS. 

Leonard Eriksson. 

N. F. Field 
FERTILE. 

P. R. Lavik. 
FOSSTON. 


J.. Albert Hendricks. 





G. Campbell. 





FRAZEE. 
J. H. Baldwin. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 
Alfred L. Thwing. 
HALLOCK. 
Edward Nelson. 
Elmer C. Yetter. 
HIBBING. 


S. C. Scott. 
INTERNATIONAL 
FALLS. 
Cc. W. Stanton. 
LANESBOROUGH. 
A. G. Chapman. 
LITCHFIELD. 


March Bros. 
on i FALLS. 


Shaw. 
LUVERNE. 
Jay A. Kennicott. 
MILACA. 
Carl. F. J. Goebel. 
MINNEAPOLIS. 
Ayers & McDonald. 
Morgan W. Beach. 
Geo. M. Bleecker. 
W. F. Booth. 
E. T. Brandebury. 
Cc. A. Bucknam, 
Wm. N. M. Crawford. 
F. B. Dodge. 
Fifield & Fifield. 
H. R. Hewitt. 
Cc. C. Joslyn. 
Kerr & Fowler. 
Seth Lundquis. 
Willis A. McDowell. 
John J. Martin. 
Phil. T. Megaarden. 
A. C. Middlestadt. 
PRESTON. 

H. S. Bassett. 
RED LAKE FALLS. 
Thomas Germo. 

RED WING. 
Albert Johnson. 
Hon. W. C. Williston. 
ROCHESTER. 
Burt W. Eaton. 
Thomas _ 
RUSH CIT 
snares "Bimauist 
ST. CLO 
James ” “Jenks. 
ST. PAUL. 
F. Barta. 
Alf. E. Boyesen. 
Hon. C. L. Brown. 
Cahill & Funke. 
Guy L. Caldwell. 
N. H. Clapp. 
F. H. Ewing. 
Harold Harris. 
G. Loevinger. 
Frederick L. McGhee 
Cc. D. O’Brien. 
J. D. O’Brien. 
Edward G. Rogers. 
Edward P. Sanborn. 
A. B. Schmidt. 
W. M. Stephenson. 
Ambrose Tighe. 
John W. Willis. 
SPOONER. 
Geo. E. Erics 
THIEF RIVER FALLS 
G. Halvorson. 
WARREN. 
Julius J. Olson. 
WASECA. 
— J. Isker. 
hn Moonan. 
WINNEBAGO. 
W. H. Hodgman. 
WINONA. 
Herbert M. Bierce. 
Brown, Abbott & 
Somsen. 
Hon. A. H. Snow. 
M. B. Webber. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
ABERDEEN. 
W. H. Clifton. 
G. J. Leftwich. 
McFarland & Mc- 
Farland. 





BILOXI. 
Doty & Elmer. 
BROOKHAVEN. 


J. W. McNair. 
CANTON. 
Pratt & Reed. 
CAPELL. 
J. R. Lindsay. 
CLEVELAND. 
Sillers & Owen. 
GREENVILLE. 
Le Roy Percy. 
A. J. Rose. 
GREENWOOD. 
Gardner & Whit- 
tington. 
GULFPORT. 
M. D. Brown. 
-R. C. Cowan. 
Hanun Gardner. 
V. A. Griffith. 
W. H. Maybin. 
J. H. Mize. 
Hall W. Sanders. 
HATTIESBURG. 
Ariel C. Cherry. 
T. C. Hannah. 
Warren Upton. 
HAZLEHURST. 
J. B. Chrisman, Jr. 
J. C. Dodds. 
INDIANOLA. 
Frank E. Everett. * 
JACKSON. 
Harris, Powell & 
Willing. 
May & Flowers. 
Hon. Sydney Smith. 
Allen Thompson. 
R. H. Thompson. 
LAUREL 
T. H. Odin. 
LELAND. 
J. T..D. Kinnison. 
a gg 
W. L. Dyer. 
H. H. Elmore. 
G. H. MecMorrough. 
R. C. McBee. 
A. M. Pepper. 


LIBERTY. 


R. S. eet. 
A. 

NEWTON. 
Ww 


PITTSBORO. 
Thomas L. Haman, 


Jr. 
as 


SCRANTON. 
Denney & Denney. 
Miller, Sanders & 
Dudley. 
SEMINARY. 
H. P. Hosey. 
SUMNER. 
A. L. Whitten. 
SUMRALL. 
J. W. Shanks, 
TYLERTOWN. 
J. Fred Fant. 
VICKSBURG. 
W. E. Mollison. 
Murray F. Smith. 
N. Vick Robbins. 
WAYNESBORO. 
E. W. Steuart. 
YAZOO CITY. 
Campbell & Camp- 
bell. 
Henry, Barbour & 
Henry. 





MISSOURI. 


AURORA. 

Edward J. White. 
BETHANY. 

G. W. Wanamaker. 
BLOOMFIELD. 

N. A. Mozley. 
BRUNSWICK. 

Benecke & Benecie 
CAMERON. 

E. J. Smith. 
CAMPBELL. 

W. E. Glenn 
CAPE GIRARDEAU. 

H. E. Alexander. 
CARTHAGE. 

J. H. Bailey. 

H. W. Blair. 

Howard Gray. 

J. W. Halliburton. 

R. A. Mooneyham. 
CHILLICOTHE. 


m. F. Carroll 


HANNIBAL. 

A. E. Fisher. 

F. W. Neeper. 

E. W. Nelson. 
a ay et 

W. D. Summers. 

HERMITAGE. 

F. Marion Wilson. 
HILLSBORO. 

A. T. Brewster. 
HOUSTON. 

Dooley & Salyer. 

Lamar & Lamar. 
HUGHESVILLE. 

E. B. Powell. 
JEFFERSON CITY. 

Thos. H. Antrobus. 
JOPLIN. 

J. C. Ammerman. 

BE. B. Chestnut. 

John B. Cole. 

P. BD. Decker. 

T. C. Hendricks 

Fred W. Kelsey. 

McIndoe & Thurman 

Merritt & Arnold. 

A. E. Spencer. 

R. P. Stone 

Fred L. Williams. 
KANSAS CITY. 

A. N. Adams. 

Henry D. Ashley. 

Dan’l W. Brown. 

Frank T. Burnham. 

L. F. Coffin. 

Thos. T. Crittenden. 


Kenneth McC. De 
Weese. 

Francis C. Downey. 

John A. Eaton. 

Henry N. Ess. 

Hon. Thos. P. Fenlon 

B. F. Finley. 

Harkless, Crycler & 
Histed. 

W. A. Harnsberger. 

Johnson & Lucas. 

G. M. Johnson. 

H. C. McDougal. 

M. J. Pendergast. 

Grant I. Rosenzweig. 

Cc. E. Small. 

S. W. Taylor. 

Warner & Dean. 

B. Wells 
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BENNETT. 


John H. Bragley. 
W. R. Satterfield. 


D. 
LEXINGTON. 

Judge ere Field. 
ew 


MACON. 

Dysart & » 
MARYVILL 

M. E. Ford. 
MAYSVILLE. 

Hewitt & Hewitt. 
MEMPHIS. 

Smoot & Smoot. 
MEXICO. 

Clarence A. Barnes. 

W. W. Fry. 

Geo. Robertson. 
MOBERLY. 


MONTGOMERY CITY. 

Claude R. Ball. 
NEOSHO. 

James H. Pratt. 
NEVADA. 

J. B. Johnson. 

J. B. Journey. 

J. R. Moss 

Hon. S. A. “Wright. 


NEW LONDON. 

Adlai J. Engle. 
ORAN. 

J. H. Hale. 
OSCEOLA. 

Waldo P. Johnson. 
PARIS. 

Ragland & McAllis- 

t 


er. 
PIEDMONT. 
J. B. Daniel. 
PLATTD CITY. 
Norton B. Anderson, 
RICHMOND. 
T. N. Lavelock. 
ROCKPORT. 
James F. Gore. 
ST. JOSEPH. 
Milton J. Bauer. 
Frank B. Fulkerson. 
Gabbert & Mitchell. 
Geo. W. Groves. 
W. B. Pistole. 
Oo. M. Shanklin. 
W. H. Sherman. 


ST. LOUIS. 

E. T. Allen. 

Eugene H. Angert. 

Hon. Shepard Bar- 
clay. 

Wells H. Blodgett. 

Bryan & Christie. 

Willi Brown. 

Boyle & Priest. 

R. T. Brownrigg. 

Robert Burkham. 

J. Carter Carstens, 

Hon. N. C. Collier. 

Chas. Conradis. 

J. E. Dame. 

John M. Dickson. 

Hon. Daniel Dillon. 

Hon. Walter B. 
Douglas. 

John G. Egan. 

W. F. Evans. 

Hon. D. D. Fisher. 

| Robert M. Fos- 
er 


W. A. Gardner. 

Vital W. Garesche. 

Hon. R. L. Goode. 

R. F. Goodnow. 

Bernard Gruensfel- 
der. 

Claud D. Hall. 

Harlan, a & 
Wagn 

Albert =. Hausman. 





ST. LOUIS. 
Hon. Warwick 
ough. 
Johnson, Houtts, 
Marlatt & Hawes. 
William J. Jones. 
William T. Jones. 
F. N. Judson. 
A. C. Ketring. 
Hon. Jacob Klein. 
oO. H. E. Kramer. 


George R. Lock wood. 
L. McDaniel. 
Hon. Jesse A. 


McDonald. 


Fred’k A. Mayhall. 
Hon. A. D. Nortoni. 

Everett W. Pattison. 
Carl Otto. 

Hon. Matt. G. 


Reynolds. 


Ane Rahm. 
H. Robbins. 
3 S. Robert. 
Hon. Virgil Rule. 
Hon. O’ 


George Safford. 
Hon. M. N. Sale. 
Scullin & Chopin. 
Louis A. Steber. 
Stern & Haberman. 
M. Sullivan. 
Charles Summers. 
Hon. D. G. Taylor. 
John C. Vaughan. 
R. F. Walker. 
Watts, Williams & 
Dines. 
Sam H. West. 
Joseph Wheless. 


Charles P. Williams. 


James E. Withrow. 
ST. MARYS. 

T. B. Whitledge. 
-—s ¥ 

J. Guston. 
SALISBURY. 

A. W. Johnson. 
SEDALIA 

J. H. Bothwell. 

P. H. Sangree. 
SPRINGFIELD. 

T. J. Delaney. 

Lovis P. Ernst. 

Jno. S. Farrington. 

A. B. Lovan. 

J. McCammon. 

E. Merritt. 

W. A. Rathbun. 

O. H. Travers. 

Woodruff & Mann. 

waaeee Bros. & 


TRENTON. 

Platt Hubbell. 
UNION. 

Jesse M. Owen. 
VAN BUREN. 

Clark & Yount. 


WEBB CITY 
E. Cresswell, J. Fs 


R. T. Mountjoy, J. P. 


MONTANA, 
ANACONDA. 


William F. Barta. 

John F. Davies. 

M. J. English. 

M. D. Kelly. 

Maury & Templeman 

William Meyer. 
—— 

J. B. Poindexter. 
ais os ng H. 


- H. Collins. 
be tag te 
Geo. . Hurd. 





GREAT FALLS. 
Ransom Cooper. 
James W. Freeman. 
W. H. Meigs. 

HAMILTON. 

R. A. oo 

HELEN. 
tase Working. 

G. McIntire. 

KALISPELL. 

H. Stevens. 

LEWISTOWN. 

gar G. Worden. 
LIVINGST ‘ON. 
Miller & O’Connor. 
A. P. Stark. 
— 
ohn A. eee 

MiLES CIT 
Geo. W. om 
Cc. H. Loud. 
Sydney Sanner. 
Sharpless Walker. 

MISSOULA 
A. L. Duncan. 
Thos. C. Marshall. 
Woody & Woody. 


NEBRASKA, 


AUBURN. 

E. Ferneau. 
AURORA. 

Chas. P. Croft. 

J. H. Grosvenor. 

John A. Whitmore. 
BEATRICE. 

J. E. Cobbey. 
BEAVER CITY. 


John A. Davies. 
CENTRAL CITY. 

Elmer E. Ross. 
sey ig gs 

M. Post. 

ELWOOD. 

O. E. Bozarth. 
GRAND ISLAND. 

Arthur C. Mayer. 

Chas. G. Ryan. 
HARTINGTON. 

J. Robinson. 
HASTINGS. 

R. A. Batty. 
M. A. Hartigan. 

RON. 


* 5  yggaamaaee 


Geo. C. Gillan. 

T. L. Warrington. 
LINCOLN. 

G. W. Berge. 

D. J. Flaherty. 

Flansburg & 

Williams 

W. B. Price. 

Hon. A. J. Sawyer. 

Strode & Strode. 

Tibbets & Anderson. 
McCOOK. 

John F. Cordeal. 
MINDEN. 

Lewis C. Paulson. 
NEBRASKA CITY. 

W. H. Pitzer. 

John C. Watson. 
NORTH PLATTE. 

Hoagland & 


Hoagland. 
OMAHA. - 
Lysle I. Abbott. 
Edward L. Bradley. 
= G. Burbank. 
H. Burnett. 
Ht Fischer. 
W. D. Giffin. 
A. Hollister. 
James E. Kelby. 
A. 
Mi 


L. Knabe. 
Lyngby. 
ntgomery & Hall. 


T. 
Howard Kennedy, Jr 
V. 


0 





OMAHA. 


G. E. Pritchett. 

Guy R. C. Read. 

W. W. Slabaugh 

Weaver & Giller. 
PLATTSMOUTH. 

M. Archer. 

D. O. Dwyer. 
SCOTTSBLUFF. 

L. L. ‘Raymond. 
SEWARD. 

M. D. Carey. 
SIDNEY. 

E. Grapen. 

SOUTH OMAHA. 

E. T. Farnsworth. 

Charles W. Sears. 
WISNER. 

A. R. Oleson. 


NEVADA. 


GOLDFIELD. 

James Donovan. 

T. L. Foley. 

Chas. L. Hoyes. 

T. C. McDevit. 

Lewis H. Rogers. 
RENO. 

J. B. Dixon. 

Frank D. King. 
TONOPAH. 

Mark R. Averill. 

Bartlett & Thatcher, 

P. EB. Keeler. 

Morris & McCarran, 
YERINGTON 

Baker & Miller. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


BERLIN. 
Rich & a. 
OR 


Rich & “Marble. 
MANCHESTER. 
Burnham Brown, 


Jones & Warren. 
Nelson Leach. 


J. 
WHITEFIELD. 
E. M. Bowker = 


NEW JERSEY. 


ATLANTIC CITY. 
Isaac H. Nutter. 
Louis A. Repetto. 

BRIDGETON. 

Walter H. Bacon. 

HOBOKEN. 

Wm. S. Stuhr. 

JERSEY CITY. 

Collins & Corbin. 

NEWARK. 

John R. Emery. 
Col. E. L. Price. 
Philemon Woodruff. 

PASSAIC. 

S. Ira Cooper. 

PLAINFIELD. 

Edward Q. Keasbey. 


NEW MEXICO. 


ALAMOGORDO. 
Byron ee 
a, ERQUE. 

. W. Clancy. 
F. Raynolds. 
AD. 


G. Grantham. 
eth chapman, 
ooke apman, J. 
Ralph Cc. Ely. af 
F. Hamilton. 
) Mek Rang a ceell. 


vigea 
- 
POR TALS unker. 
m Ni 
RATON. over d 
H. L. Bickley. 
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ROSW ELL. 
U. §. Bateman. 
D. W. Elliott. 
ree FE. 
B. Catron. 
SILVER CITY. 
. H. Harllee. 
Fr. W. Vellacott. 
Percy Wilson. 
Frank J. Wright. 


NEW YORK. 


ALBANY. 
George Lawyer. 
BINGHAMPTON. 
A. J. McCrary. 
BUFFALO. 
Adelbert Moot. 
CANANDAIGUA. 
L. C. Hall. 
LONG ISLAND. 
Mortimer L. 


Hinchman. 


NEW YORK CITY. 
K. R. Babbitt. 
Baggott & Ryall. 


Bradford A. Bullock. 


Henry K. Davis. 
Hon. D. M. Delmas. 
Melville Egleston. 


Walter H. Liebmann. 
Arthur L. Livermore. 


Harry Ruttger. 
SYRACUSE, 
D. A. Pierce. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


APEX. 

Percy J. Olive. 
ASHEVILLE. 

Louis M. Bourne. 

J. W. O. Garrett. 

J. C. Martin. 

Fred W. Thomas. 
BAKERSVILLE. 

W. L. Lambert. 
DURHAM 
WwW. Pe sfannaay. 
GRAHA 

J. 8. ook. 
CHARLOTTE. 

J. T. Sanders. 

F. U. Simmons. 
GREENSBORO. 

Wm. P. Bynum, Jr. 

Robert M. Douglas. 

N. L. Eure. 

Robert R. King. 

Geo. H. Mitchell. 

W. S. Needham. 

R. C. Strudwick 

Thomson & Hoyle. 
HILLSBORO. 

Frank Nash. 
LEXINGTON. 

Wade - Phillips. 
MONRO 

Redwine & Sikes. 
RALEIGH? 

D. P. Lane. 

Geo. L. Lane, Jr. 

H. E. Norris. 

Douglass & Sykes. 
ROCKINGHAM. 

A. S. Dockery. 
SALISBURY. 

Rurton Craige. 

James H. Horah. 
SMITHFIELD. 

Pou & Brooks. 
WASHINGTON. 


J. R. Williamson. 
WILLIAMSTON. 

Winston & Everett. 
WILMINGTON. 

Joseph W. TAttle. 

James L. Telfai*. 
WILSON. 

John E. Woodard. 





WINSTON-SALEM. 
David H. Blair. 
A. R. Bridgers. 
John S. Fitts. 


Watson, Buxton & 
Watson. 


NORTH DAKTOA. 


ALEXANDER. 

Robert Norheim. 
BISMARCK. 

Geo. W. Newton. 
BEACH. 

Geo. H. Purchase. 
BOTTINEAU. 

E. C. Bowen. 

John J. Murphy. 
| 

Geo. H. Gjersten. 
CROSBY. 

Geo. Cudhie. 
DICKINSON. 

Heffron & Baird. 

J. E. rc, 
neem, 

A. oakee. 

EPPING 

H. P. Wingerd. 
FARGO. 

W. H. Barnett. 

Arthur W. Cupler. 

A. T. Cole. 

Jno. D. Farrand. 

B. D. Townsend. 

E. H. Wright. 
FESSENDEN. 

. H. Woodward. 
GRAND FORKS. 

Geo. A. Bangs. 

T. R. Bangs. 
JAMESTOWN. 

John Knauf. 

James A. Murphy. 

Oscar J. Seiler. 
KENMARE 

Gray & Gray. 
LANGDON. 

J. G. Johnson. 
LARIMORE, 


Stephen J. Crowley. 


Thos. H. Pugh. 
NTON. Radcliffe. 


LINT 
H. A. Armstrong. 
LISBON. 
Cc. O. Heckle. 
MINOT. 
M. J. Barrett. 
Mark H. Chatfield. 
Greenleaf & 


Leighton. 
PEMBINA. 
H. B. Spiller. 
PORTAL. 
S. M. Lockerby. 
~ GBY 
N. Torson. 
STANLEY. 
E. W. Burke. 
STEEL. 
J. F. Smith. 
VALLEY CITY. 
Theodore S. 
Lindland. 
H. Winterer. 
WESTHOPE. 
Baker & Brace. 
WILLISTON. 
Aaron z Bessie. 
Percy S. Crewe, 
Greenleaf Rk Fisk. 
ORK. 


J. E. McCarthy. 


OHIO. 


Sy ce GREEN. 


. Chase. 
BRYAN. 
Charles E. Scott. 





CANTON. 
Lynch & Day. 
CINCINNATI. 
Henry Baer. 
Hoffman Bode & 
Le Blond 
Burch & Johnson. 
Louis J. Dolle. 
A. A. Ferris. 
A. L. Herrlinger. 
Thornton M. Hinkle. 
Louis J. Hoppe. 
Knight & Jones. 
Johnson & Levy. 
Mackov & Mackoy. 
E. C. Pyle. 
Ernst Rehm. 
Hon. C. D. Robertson 
Hon. Jacob Schroder. 
G. A. Sprague. 
E. W. Strong. 
James B. Swing. 
CLEVELAND. 
Brady & Dowling. 
T. H. Bushnell. 
T. E. Dellenbaugh. 
John W. Hannon. 
E. L. Hessenmueller. 


W. C. Rogers. A 


H. G. Schaibly. 
Squire, Sanders & 
Dempsey. 
F. V. Whiting. 
COLUMBUS. 
Arnold, Morton & 
Irvine 
S. B. Kingsbury. 
Hon. J. L. Price. 
Pugh - Pugh. 
DAYTO 
Prank s. Breene. 
John W. Kreitzer. 


E. Hurley. 
Ross J.  ——ces 
GREENVIL 

John C. come. 
HAMILTON. 

Edgar A. Belden. 
IRONTON. 

A. R. Johnson. 
LANCASTER. 
John G. Reeves. 

A. 


LONDON. 

Bruce P. Jones. 

R. H. McCloud. 
MARIETTA. 
C. T. O’Neill. 
RION. 

G. E. Mouser. 
OTTAWA 

Bailey & Leasure. 
RAVENNA. 

W. J. Beckley. 
SIDNEY. 

Chas. C. Marshall. 
SPRINGFIELD. 

Cc. S. Olinger. 

W. M. Rockel. 
TOLEDO. 

J. Q. Adams. 

Louis Bartlett. ~ 

Hon. G. Harmon. 

O. S. Brumback. 

Fell & Schaal. 

Southard & Southard 

Mulholland & 

Hartmann. 

YOUNGSTOWN. 

Geo. F. Arrell. 

Theodore A. Johnson. 


OKLAHOMA 


ADA. 
B. H. Epperson. 
Thomas P. Holt. 
AFTON 
Mason & Bland. 





ALTUS. 
Guy P. Horton. 
ANADARKO. 
c. V. Liming. 
ARDMORE. 
T. S. E. Brown. 
J. B. Champion, 
Josiah Clark. 
R. A. Howard. 

M. F. Winfrey, J. P. 
Davis, Freeman & 
Anderton 

Potter, Bowman & 


Potter 
ARNE 
A. = Twultame. 
ATOKA 
Ww. Ss. Farmer. 
Humphreys & 
Ashcraft 
‘Ss. G. Ralls. 
Cc. B. Weeks. 
BARTLESVILLE. 
Charles Awrey. 
B. B. Foster. 
Tom George. 
Ww. T. J. Hartman. 
Saml. G. Magee. 
Joe Porter. 
BEGGS. 
Hill & Stephens. 
IXBY. 


L. H. Taylor. 
BLACKWELL. 

John S. Burger. 

Ww. C. Teterick. 
BOYNTON. 

R. E. Grason. 
BROKEN ARROW. 

J. S. Severson. 
CHANDLER. 

Decker & Decker. 

Owen & Nuley. 
CHECOTAH. 

Ben D. Gross. 

J. B. Lucus. 
CHICKASHA. 

F. E. Riddle. 

Taylor & Linn. 

J. H. Venable. 

R. D. Welborne. 
CLAREMORE. 

Jno. Q. Adams. 

Davenport, Anderson 

& Estel. 

H. Jennings. 

Moody & Meyer. 
CLINTON. 

Henry Bulow. 
CORDELL 

Ss. C. Burnette. 
CHEROKEE. 

W. L. Owen. 
COALGATE. 

Fooshee & Brunson. 
COWETA. 

R. C. Allen. 

W. A. Brigham. 
DUNCAN. 

Robert Burns. 
DURANT. 

Crook & Kyle. 

Ferguson & 

Richardson. 

J. Q. A. Harrod. 

J. M. Johnson. 

W. E. Utterback. 
EL RENO. 

Thomas R. Beman. 

Hon. H. L. Fogg. 

J. M. Frame. 
ENID. 

J. M. Dodson. 

Cc. P. Fillebrown. 

J. H. Parker. 

J. C. Robberts. 

W. S. Whittinghill. 
EUFAULA. 

John R. McBeth. 

M. P. Hudson, J. P. 
i GIBSON. 


Ahern, Dial & 
McDaniel. 
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GEARY. 
A. W. Johnson. 
GRAND. 
A. E. Williams. 
GROVE. 
Ad V. ones. 
GUTHRIE 
Cc. RB. Buckner. 
Fred S. Caldwell. 
John Embry. 
B. F. Garrett. 
Fred W. Green. 
S. W. Hayes. 
W. B. Herod. 
A. H. Huston. 
Thos. G. Jones. 


Chas. West. 

Remy & Hegem. 

E. I. Saddler. 

Orville T. Smith. 
HASKELL. 

W. L. T. Damascus. 
HENNESSEY. 

Lee M. Gray. 
HOBART. 

Hon. Jas. R. Tolbert. 
HOLDENVILLBE. 

W. F. Langston. 

J. Erle Red. 

Walker, McCawley & 

Hurst. 

HUGO. 

T. O. Nelson. 

Geo. W. Richardson. 

Gaylord R. Wilcox. 

Willis & Works. 
INDIAHOMA. 

W. E. Billups. 
KIEFER. 

Jas. J. Murphy. 

J. B. Robinson. 
KINGFISHER. 

John Bradley, Jr. 

D. K. Cunningham. 

Tyler 2 Lewis. 
LAHOM. 

Arthur, mz, Stull. 
LAWTON 

Alvin Campbell. 

S. M. Cunningham. 

Louis Davis. 

H. W. Hanna. 

Amil H. Japp 

Chas. Mitschrich. 

M. T. Perkins. 

L. P. Ross. 

James H. Wolverton. 
a ie 

Cc. B. Cutler. 
McALESTER. 

G. L. Andrews. 

J. S. Arnote. 

J. B. Bacon. 

Boyd & Moore. 

Benedict Elder. 

Geo. Fitzpatrick. 

S.’ Guerrier. 

Augustus Guess. 

H. Kellogg. 

Lester & Hammond. 

C. Markley. 

R. H. Matthews. 

H. B. Milner. 

Robert Tarter. 
MADILL. 

F. E Kennamer. 
MIAMI. 

Cooter Thompson & 

Thompson. 

MULDROW. 

Thos. J. Watts. 
MUSKOGEE. 

Percival Adams. 

De Roos Bailey. 

M. G. Bailey. 

Brook & Brook. 

Brown & Stewart. 

Anselan Buchanan. 

Crosby & Crosby. 

Irwin Donovan. 

J. F. Gaskill. 

N. A. Gibson. 

W. D. Halfhill. 

Hart & O’Hare. 

W. T. Hutchings . 





MUSKOGEE. 


E. D. Jefferson. 

Archie V. Jones. 

Charles B. Law. 

Cornelius J. Jones. 

J. H. Lilley. 

D. C. Morrison. 

Geo. A. Murphy. 

Gordon J. Murray. 

A. S. McRea. 

N. B. Maxey. 

John B. Meserve. 

D. H. Morsan. 

Kenneth S. 
Murchison. 

P. L. Soper. 

S. R. Taylor. 

John R. Thomas. 

W. H. Twine. 

H. T. Walker. 

John Watkins. 

John S. Whitt. 

NEWKIRK. 
J. L. Robertson. 
NORMAN. 
J. D. Grigsby. 
W. J. Jackson. 


Ben. F. William, Jr. 


Wm. V. Thraves. 
OKLAHOMA CITY. 
Oliver C. Black. 
T. G. Chambers. 


Crockett & Johnson. 


A. T. Earley. 
Elwoo4 & Brasted. 
M. Fulton. 

Wm. Harrison. 
Horton & Muster. 
J. D. F. Jennings. 
J. W. Johnson. 

R. A. Kleinschmidt. 
Laws & Kelley. 
W. A. Ledbetter. 
Robt. N. McMillen. 
Edwin H. 
L. H. Mitchell. 
Ochiltree & Crane. 
Le Roy Paddock. 
J. H. Ready. 


Edward E. Reardon. 


Robt. A. Rogers. 

Snvder, Owen & 
Snell. 

J. R. Spielman. 

W.-R. Taylor. 

Ed. S. Vaught. 


OKMULGEE. 

Mark L. Bozarth. 

B. T. Buchanan. 

J. A. Calloway. 

Thomas J. Farrar. 

P. L. Garrett. 

F. F. Lamb. 

W. E. Newman. 

Chas. L. Phelps. 

Stanford & Bucker. 

Orlando Swain. 

A. W. Whitfield. 
OKOMAH. 

J. Cc. Wright. 
PAULS VALLEY. 

oO. W. Jones. 

John M. eed 
PAWHUSK 

EK. E. elaiend. 

H. C. Hargis. 

Preston A. Shinn. 
PAWNEE. 

Wilson & Johnson. 
PERRY. 

Henrv 8. Johnson. 

Joel R. Scott. 

H. A. Smith. 
POTEAT. 

Malcolm E. Rosser. 

R. P. White. 
PRYOR CREEK. 

A. l. Battinfield. 
PURCELL. 

J. W. Hocker. 
RYAN. 

C. E. Davis. 


Manning. 





SAPULPA. 

E. B. Hughes. 

R. B. Thompson. 
SHATTUCK. 

W. B. Thompson. 
SHAWNEE. 

Stanard & Wahl. 
STIGLER. 

Joseph W. Foster. 
STILWELL. 


. A. a. 


— King. 
TUL 

om & Tucker. 

George T. Brown. 

Harry Campbell. 

F. O. Cavitt. 

G. L. Harnage. 

Harris & Lynch. 

E. E. Harvey. 

Hindman & Wood- 

ford. 
James McCann. 


Leed & Martindale. 


Carl C. Magee. 
Patrick M. Malloy. 


Randoloh & Haver. 


Chas. T. Reuter 

E. Robitaille. 

Cc. J. Wrightsman. 
VINITA. 

Addis A. Brown. 

E. J. Hobdy. 

W. H. Kornegay. 

Paul F. Mackey. 

oO. D. Neville. 

Cc. B. Rogers. 

William T. Rye. 

U. M. Simms. 

D. H. Wilson. 
WAGONER. 

Leon B. Fant. 

J. W. Selp. 

J. L. Spousler. 
WEWOK * 

J. O. Davis. 

J. Coody Johnson. 
WOODWARD. 

S. B. Laune. 

D. P. Marum. 

Sherman M. Smith. 

Charles Swindall. 


OREGON. 


BAKER CITY. 
Jos. J. Heilner. 


h é 4 

CANYON CITY. 

Nee i & Wood. 
COQUILLE. 

c. R. Barrow. 
ECHO. 

J. F. Shelton. 
ENTERPRISE. 

J. A. Burleigh. 
EUGENE. 

S. C. Woodcock. 
GRANTS PASS. 

W. C. Hale. 
JOSEPH. 

Colon R. Fberhard. 
OREGON CITY. 

G. C. Brownell. 

Hedges * Griffith. 

Cc. D. & Dz. C. 

Latourette. 

PENDLETON. 

Will M. Peterson. 

t 


Winter & Collier. 





PORTLAND. 
Beach & Simon. 
W. B. Boise. 
J. F. Boothe.’ 
W. C. Bristol. 
E. C. Bronaugh, Jr. 
W. W. Cotton. 
Wm. Foley. 
Thos. G. Greene. 
John A. Latourette. 
Geo. P. Lent. 
McCant & Stewart. 
John McCourt. 
Newton McCoy. 
T. B. McDevitt, Jr. 
W. R. McGarry. 
Wm. T. Muir. 
O. A. Neal. 
Sanderson Reed. 
Wm. Re 
H. H. Riddell. 
Chas. J. Schnabel. 
Seneca Smith. 
G. W. Stapleton. 
J. O. Stearns. 
J. D. C. Thomas. 
P. B. Valle. 
Hon. Lionel R. 
Webster. 
F. H. Whitfield. 
R. W. Wilbur. 
ROSEBURG. 
J. O. Watson. 
SUMPTER. 
Chas. H. Chance. 
THE DALLES. 
Huntington & 
Wilson. 
TILLAMOOK. 
H. T. Botts. 
Webster Holmes. 
A 


LE. 
Wheeler & Hurley. 
PANAMA, 


CRISTOBAL. 

W. H. Carrington. 
CULEBRA. 

Don H. Beaman. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


CLEARFIELD. 

Hon. Singleton Bell. 
DANVILLE. 

James Scarlet. 
FRANKLIN. 

J. Osmer. 


H. 

NEW CASTLE. 

J. Norman Martin. 
PHILADELPHIA 

WwW. W. Gmithers. 

Axel Teisen. 
PITTSBURG. 

J. McF. Carpenter. 

Geo. Shiras, Jr. 

Watterson & Reid. 
YORK. 

N. Sargent Ross. 


PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS, 


LINGAYEN. 
Wade H. Kitchens. 
MANILA. 
W. A. Kincaid. 
Gibbs & Gale. 
Hon. Charles §. 
Lobingier. 
Chas. H. Smith. 


PORTO RICO. 


PONCE. 
Francisco Para 
Capo. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


PROVIDENCE. 
Geo. I. Brown. 
James C. Collins, Jr. 
Barney & Lee. 
Lyman & McDonnell. 








CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 








PROVIDENCE. 


William H. McSoley. 

Chas: H. Page. 

Fred Rueckert. 

Nathan H. Truman. 
WOONSOCK BT. 

John J. Heffernan. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


AIKEN. 
Herbert E. Gyles. 
sy 
F. Martin. 
BAMBE RG. 
J. F. Carter. 
H. M. Graham. 
BENNETTSVILLBP. 
McCall & McCall. 
W. H. Muller. 
CHARLESTON. 
Henry A. M. Smith. 
COLUMBIA. 
G. Duncan Bollinger. 
Clarkson & Clarkson. 
Cc. T. Cunningham. 
John T. Duncan. 
W. Boyd Evans. 
Graham & Sturkie. 
W. H. Lyles. 
M. Herndon Moore. 
Frank P. McCain. 
Nelson & Nelson. 
DARLINGTON. 
Robert Macfarlan. 
J. Monroe Spears. 
BDGEFIELD. 
J. Wm. Thurmond. 
FLORENCE. 
D. Gordon Baker. 
Charles E. Early. 
Willcox & Willcox. 
GREENVILLE 
H. J. Haynsworth. 
J. J. McSwain. 
J. Robert Martin. 
GREENWOOD. 
Giles & Ouzts. 
LAURENS. 
Dial & Todd. 
SALUDA. 
Cc. J. Ramage. 
ae es ay 
R. B. Belser. 
M. J. Frederick. 
Havnsworth & 
Haynsworth. 
UNION. 
J. Ashby Sawyer. 
WINNSBORO. 
oO. W. Buchanan. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


ABERDEEN. 
A. W. Campbell. 
J. H. McCoy. 
ee Williams 
Herreid. 
ALEXANDPTA, 
P. A. Zollman. 
ay ay Ve 
A. Ludwies. 
BELLE FOURCHE. 
H. Maxwell, 
BROOKINGS. 
E. L. Van Dyke. 
CLARK. 
Oliver H. Ames. 
DALLAS. 
Geo. A. Jeffers. 
DEADWOOD 
James A. George. 
DELL RAPIDS. 
G. R. Krause. 
DE SMFT. 
Wm. H. Warren. 
GANNVAT.LPFY. 
Henrv B. Farren. 
GEDDES. 
J. FE. Tipton. 
HURON. 
A. K. Gardner. 
JAVA. 
Carl F. Clement. 





LEAD. 
Chambers Kellar. 
MADISON. 
J..H. Williamson. 
MILBANK. 
Thomas L. Bouck. 
PIERRE. 
Charles BE. DeLand. 
RAPID CITY. 
Frank D. Bangs. 
Chas. W. Brown. 
Charles J. Buell. 


Wm. Issenhuth. 

Cc. D. sterling. 
SELBY. 

Ernest P. Truesdell. 
— FALLS. 


Martin Berg h. 

C. A. Gheletepbersen. 

Jones & Matthew. 

Blake Lunn. 
SISSETON 
Howard “Babcock. 
VERMILLION. 

Cc. J. Gunderson. 

John L. Jolley. 
WATERTOWN. 

Mark W. Sheafe, Jr. 
WEBSTER. 

Sears & Potter. 


TENNESSEE, 


CART meee. 
Ligon. 
CHATTANOOGA. 
M. H. Cli 


S. M. Chambliss. 
Fleming & Shepherd. 
Geo. 1D. Lancaster. 
Joe V. Williams. 


CLARKSVILLE. . 


Michael A. 
COLUMBIA 
J. H. Dinning. 
COOKEVILLE. 
D. L. Lansden. 
KNOXVILLE. 
J. A. Atchley. 
Lewis M. G. Baker. 
Chas. T. Cates, Jr. 
Thos. J. Cline. 
John W. Green. 
Lucky, Fowler 
& Andrews. 
Norman B. Morrell. 
D. W. Perkins. 
Pickle, Turner & 
Kennerly. 
Jas. B. Wright. 
PHTS 


, eo Camnbell. 
S. L. Cockroft. 
Z. N. Estes. 
G. T. Fitzhugh. 
A. J. McDonald. 
Cc. W. Metcalf. 
Israel H. Peres. 
R. H. Prescott. 
Thos. M. Scruggs. 
re 
P. Rhodes, 
NASHTVIS. 
G. F. Anderson. 
F. B. Harrison. 
R. L. Mansfield. 
J. P. Rhines. 
W. D. Covington. 
Lawrence & Son. 
Nolen & Slemons. 
J. L. Pendleton. 
Edward J. Smith. 
R. T. Smith. 
Claude Waller. 
—— 
Tanner. 


SPRINGFTOT DS. 
A. KE. Garner. 
UNION CITY. 
A. J. Harvole. 
Lannom & Stanfield. 
W. H. Swiggart. 


Savage. 





WINCHESTER. 
Geo. E. Banks. 
Crownover & 

Crabtree. 


TEXAS. 


AMARILLO. 

Cc. B. Reeder. 

Thos. F. Turner. 
ANGLETON. 

F. S. Phillips. 
ANSON. 

aoe. 'y Stinson. 
_ 


BATESVILLE. 
Geo. C. Herman. 
BAY CITY. 
E. N. Krause. 
BEAUMONT. 


George D. pptieese. 
Hill 


Thos. N. 
Hon. W. H. Pope. 
Leon Sonfield. 


Zz. & Doughertv. 
BELTON 

Arthur. 7. Monteith. 
BIG SAND 

a a 

J. P. Hart. 
BROWNFIELD. 

W. R. Spencer. 
BUFFALO. 

Jno. A. Newson. 
CANYON CITY. 

Walter E. 
COOPER. 

J. L. Young. 
CORSICANA. 

I. B. Cobb. 

Woods & Kerr. 
DALHART. 

Tatum & Tatum. 


y- 
Harry R. Bondies. 
D. A. Eldridge. 
F. M. Etheridge. 
Finley, Knight 
& Harris. 
J. M. Hayes. 

‘ Victor H. Hexter. 
A. J. McCauley. 
D. H. Morrow. 
Muse & Allen. 
Jay M. Overstreet. 
J. C. Patton. 
Nelson Phillips. 
George A. 

Robertson. 
E. G. Senter. 
U. F. Short. 
Smith & Gossett. 
Wendel Spence. 
Wm. Thompson. 
Albert W. Webb. 
A. S. Wells. 
Whitehurst & 
Whitehurst. 
Louis Wilson. 


DECATUR. 
Ratliff and Ratliff. 
DEMON. 
J. H. Randell 
DE N. 
J. W. Sullivan 
EL PASO. 


R. V. Bowden. 
Volney M. Brown. 
W. W. Bridgers. 
Earl & Elfers. 
Thomas M. Jones, 
Moore & Moore. 
F. G. Morris. 
Joseph M. Nealon. 
Turner & Burgess. 
FORT WORTH. 
Pete Arnold. 
James Gilford 
Browning. 


Cranford. 





FORT WORTH. 


Capps & Canty. 
H. M. Chapman. 


W. D. House. 

N. H. Lassiter. 
H. C. McCart. 

T. W. McCoulsky. 
W. P. McLean. 
RM Rowland 


GALVESTON. 
Harris & Harris. 
M. E. Kleberg. 
Wm. B. Lockhart. 
Mart H. Royston. 
Fs B. Stubbs. 

~ Hw. & A. 8. 
 ticrnan, 
Jo T. Wheeler. 

HALLETTSVILLE. 
Charles Fertsch 

HEMPHILL. 

W. F. Goodrich 

HEREFORD. 
Knight & Slaton. 
W. H. Russell. 

HOLLAND. 

J. L: Mayhall. 

HOUSTON. 

Wm. W. Anderson. 
Baker, Botts, 
Parker & Garwood. 
J. B. Brockman. 
M. H. Broyles. 
E. T. Chew. 
H. J. Dannenbaum. 
Dillard & Moore. 
Ewing & Ring. 
A. S. Fisher Jr. 
Fisher & Sears. 
Ford, Crawford & 
Ford. 
J. M. Gibson. 
Harris & Harris. 
Hogg, Gill & Jones. 
Wm. Lee Jackson. 
Anselm H. Jayne. 
oO. C. Millard. 
E. B. Mentz. 
L. B. Moody. 
Porter Newman. 
Jno. W. Parker. 
S. R. Perryman. 

JACKSBORO. 

Thos. D. Sporer. 

KAUFMAN. 

Jed. C. Adams. 

LAREN 
A. Winslow. 

LIVINGSTON. 

Hill & Hill. 
ae: 
M. Bramlette. 

LUFKIN, 

S. H. Townsend. 

MARSHALL. 

Jones & Bibb. 
M. B. Parchman. 

MIDLAN®™. 

Graham B. Smedley. 

ORANGE. 

E. L. Bruce. 

PALESTINE. 


McKenzie & Brady. 
PLAINVIEW. 
L. C. Penry. 
SAN ANGELO. 
Cc. E. Dubois. 
SAN ANTONIO. 
Robert L. Ball. 
R. A. Campbell. 
Jas. D. Crenshaw. 
M. W. Davis. 
Charles Dittmar. 
Yale Hicks. 
R. P. Ingrum. 
A. F. W. Macmanus. 
Shook & 
Vanderhoeven. 
A. B. Storey. 
Mason Williams. 








CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 








KUM 





SAN MARCOS. 
Will G. Barber. 

SAN SABA. 
Leigh Burleson. 


Jos. L. Re 


Ww. Ss. 
TEXARKANA. 

F. M. Ball. 

Thomas N. Graham. 

J. W. Hillman. 

Chas. S. Todd. 
UVALDE. 

Ww 


D. A. Kelley. 
Joseph P. Nalley. 
Wm. L. Prather. 
W. M. Sleeper. 
John G. Winter. 
James E. Yeager. 

WHARTON. 

H. A. Cline. 
Webster Wilson. 


UTAH. 


LOGAN. 

J. C. Walters. 
MILFORD. 

Geo. B. Greenwood. 
MURRAY. 

David W. Moffatt. 
OGDEN. 


J. W. White- 
cotto 
SALT LAKE cry. 
Everard Bierer, Jr. 
Booth & Lee.- 


E. B. Critchlow. 
Cc. C. Dey. 
Frank J. Gustin. 
R. Macmillan. 
Hon. Thos. 
Marioneaux. 
Cc. W. Morse. 
Allen T. Sanford. 
Benner X. Smith. 
Thompson & Gibson. 
Waldemar Van Cott. 
Whittemore & 
Cherrington. 
VERNAL 
Thos. W. O’Donnell. 


VERMONT. 


BARRE. 

S. Hollister Jackson. 
BELLOWS FALLS. 
Almon T. Bolles, 

Cc. H. Williams. 
BETHEL. 

Wallace Batchelder. 
CHELSEA. 

Hon. Geo. L. Stow. 
JOHNSON. 

W. E. Tracv. 
MONTPELIER. 

John H. Senter. 
MORRISVILLE. 

Hon. Geo. M. 

Powers. 

RUTLAND 

Fred M. Butler. 

John S. Buttles. 

Peter F McManus. 
ST. JOHNSBURY. 

Harrv Blodgett. 
VFRGENNES. 

F. L. Fish. 





VIRGINIA. 


CHARLOTTESVILLE. 
Daniel Harman. 
CLINTWOOD. 
M. L. Senter. 


Peatross & Harris. 

DEARBORN. 
Aubrey E. Strode. 
MPORIA. 


E. C. Palmer. 
rane 
S. Barbour. 


GLOUCESTER ‘POINT. 


Robt. S. Rives. 

as ay ty 
Lewis. 

LEBANON. 

Cyrus H. Smithdeal. 
LEESBURG. 

Edwin E. Garrett. 
MANCHESTER. 

Lawrence P. Pool. 
NEWPORT NEWS. 

Bassett & Walker. 

W. B. Colonna. 

E. S. Robinson, 

Stanley Scott. 

A. L. Toliver. 

M. D. Wright. 
NORFOLK. 

J. C. Anderson. 

J. S. Barron. 

Garrett Baxter. 

J. Eugene Diggs. 

Gilmer T. Elliott. 

J. M. Harrison. 


Raymond M. Hudson. 


Herbert Shepherd 
Joyner. 

John Kee. 

A. W. Macnair. 

W. H. Moreland. 

Thos. J. Randolph. 

Thos. W. Shelton. 

W. Sibert. 
PETERSBURG. 

George Mason. 
PORTSMOUTH. 

Cc. W. Coleman. 

R. Triplett. 
RICHMOND. 

Georve Ainslie. 


Harold S. Blomberg. 


Albert O. Boschen. 
Braxton, Williams 
& Eggleston. 
George Bryan. 

J. Thomas Hewin. 

A. W. Patterson. 

S. S. P. Patterson. 

Wm. L. Royall. 

E. R. Williams. 
ROANOKE 

A. E. King. 

Cc. A. McHugh. 


SUFFOLK. 
James H. Corbitt. 
WISP. 


Duncan & Kelly. 
WOODS CROSS 
ROADS. 


J. N. Stubbs. 
WASHINGTON. 
ABERDEEN. 
E. H. Fox. 
BELLINGHAM. 
D. C. Lewis. 


Newman & Howard. 


CHEWELAH 

E. D. Germain. 
ELMA. 

E. S. Avey. 
EVERETT. 

W. W. Biack. 

H. D. Cooley 


Coleman & Fogarty. 





GARFIELD. 

Howard A ae 
KENNEW 

pen ig & Cole. 
MABTON. 

G. T. Mogan. 
MONTESANO. 

W. H. 
MT. VERNON. 

Augustus Brawley. 
NORTH YAKIMA. 

Ira P. amaemeamind 
OLYMPIA 

Thomas “M. Vance. 
PORT TOWNSEND. 

U. D. Gnagey. 
PUYALLUP. 

R. B. Lehman. 
REPUBLIC. 

Chas. P. Bennett. 


SEATTLE. 
Geo. F. Aust. 
Edward Brady. 
Vivian M. Carkeek. 
O. H. Carpenter. 
Carroll & Carroll. 
H. B. Cayton. 
John T. Condon, 
Chas. J. Dobbs. 
John W. Dolby. 
Walter S. Fulton. 
L. C. Gilman. 
Cc. S. Goshert. 
H. T. Granger. 
James A. Haight. 
H. H. A. Hastings. 
Carroll Hendron. 
A. E. Hodgson. 
James B. Howe. 
Jenner & Williams. 
John S. Jury. 
J. Edwin Keyes. 
W. D. Lambuth. 
Fred H. Lysons. 
Thos. 


J. E. Martinson. 
E. C. Million. 
Charles F. Munday. 
D. D. Oeden. 

T. D. Page. 

Fred H. Peterson. 
Zs B. Rawson. 

J. B. Joujon-Roche. 
Roney & Loveless. 
Ralph Simon. 

E. A. Vinsonhaler. 


SNOHOMISH. 
M. J. McGuinness. 


SPOKANE. 

J. F. Blake. 

John M. Bunn. 

R. J. Danson. 

F. W. Dewart. 

Hoyt & Dirks. 

John B. Johnston. 

J. B. Lindsley. 

McWilliams & 
McWilliams. 


W. J. Thayer. 
Turner & Geraghty. 
C. S. Voorhees. 
TACOMA. 
Jas. M. Ashton. 
Chas. Bedford. 
F. S. Blattner. 
Robert M. Davis. 
Ellis & Fletcher. 
Chas. E. George. 
Hudson & Holt. 
M. A. Langhorne. 
Walter Loveday. 
S. F. McAnally. 
M. Mulligan. 
J. W. A. Nichols. 
H. F. Norris. 
Frank D. Oakley: 
Wm. H. Pratt. 
T. L. Stiles. 
TEKOA. 
E. A. Williams. 
VANCOUVER. 
Edgar M. Swan. 


B. MacMahon. 
McClure & McClure. 





WALLA weee-k: 


M. G. Royal. 
F. B. Sharpstein. 


Reeves & Reeves. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 


BUCKHANNON. 
J. N. Downes. 
Wm. S. O’Brien. 
CHARLESTON. 
Chilton, McCorkle 


Dawson. - 
H. O. Middleton. 


Mollohan, McClintic 


& Matthews. 
J. H. Nash. 
T. G. Nutter. 
Price, Smith & 
Spilman. 
Ira E. Robinson. 
Joseph Ruffner. 
Simms, Enslow 
©& Alderson. 
M. F. Stiles. 
CLARKSBURG. 
W. Scott. 
ELKINS. 
W. B. Maxwell. 
FAIRMONT. 
W. B. Cornwell. 
FALLING SPRINGS. 
T. . Ayres. 
GLEN JEAN. 
Robert Essex. 
raw ag 
S. A. Powell. 
HUNTINGTON. 
R. L. Blackwood. 
W. K. Cowden. 
Marcum, Marcum & 


Simms & Enslow. 
Jean F. Smith. 
J. H. Strickling. 
Cc. S. Welch. 
Wyatt & Graham. 
KEYSER. 
W. H. Griffith. 
LEWISBURG. 
John W. Arbuckle. 
MADISON 
Leftwich & 
Byrnside. 
a a 
H. ucker. 
MORGANTOWN. 
— Chas. E. Ho 
James R. Sheppard. 
PARKERSBURG. 
Wm. Beard. 
Hon. J. G. McClure. 
F. H. McGregor. 
W. N. Miller. 
P. H. Moroney. 
W. H. Terry. 
Van Winkle & 
Ambler. 
PINEVILLE. 
James H. Gilmore. 
J. M. Glenn. 
Thos. H. Scott. 
POINT PLEASANT. 
Somerville & 
Somerville. 
J. S. Spencer. 
Rankin Wiley. 
Hon. Wm. A. 
Parsons. 
PRINCETON. 
John R. Henry. 
- se * 
Hu M. Martin. 
SPRINGFIED LD. 
W. F. Singhass. 


gE. 
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bel ag ae 
R. M. Addleman. 
G. R. C. Allen. 


Geo. R. C. Gilchrist. 


W. P. a. 
W. E. Krup 
McCamic = "Olarke. 
Cc. E. Morris. 
A. J. Porter. 
WILLIAMSON. 
. Hamrick. 


Staggers. 


WISCONSIN. 


ASHLAND. 

Mrs. Allan T. Pray. 
APPLETON. 

John Goodland. 
BERLIN. 

Perry Niskern. 
EaU CLAIRE. 

W. H. Frawley. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 

Goggins & Brazeau. 
HUDSON. 

Baker & Haven. 
JANESVILLE. 

John Cunningham. 

E. D. McGowan. 

Cc. W. Reeder. 

Edward H. Ryan. 
KENOSHA. 

Calvin Stewart. 
LA CROSSE. 

Benj. F. Bryan. 

Geo. E. Bunge. 

J. J. Fruit. 

Geo. H. Gordon. 

Fred H. Hartwell. 

J. E. Higbee. 

James Thompson. 
MADISON. 

J. R. Berryman. 

Hon. J. C. Kerwin. 

Morris, Riley & 

Dudgeon. 

J. M. Olin. 

T. C. Richmond. 
MANITOWOC. 

Emil Baensch. 
MERRILL. 

R. B. Bunke. 
MILWAUKEE. 

Alfred L. Cary. 

Jos. E. Cordes. 





MILWAUKEE. 


W. Emmet Crosby. 
Joseph B. Doe. 
Charles Friend. 
Froede & 
Bodenstab. 
Nathan Glicksman. 
G. R. Hoffman. 
Wm. Kaumheimer. 
R. B. Mallory. 
Chas D. Mann. 
Glenway Maxon. 
Miller, Noyes & 
Miller. 


Nath seme & 


Richard B. Ramien. 
J. E. Roehr. 
W. B. Rubin. 
Charles M. Scanlan. 
Van Dyke & Van 
Dyke. & Carter. 
Gen. F. C. Winkler. 
Moritz Wittig, Jr. 


NEILLSVILLE. 
R. F. Kountz. 


OSHKOSH. 
Bouck & Hilton. 
Eaton & Eaton. 
Hicks & Phillips. 
John W. Hume. 
PORTAGE. 
Daniel H. Grady. 
William O. Kelm. 
PRAIRIE DU CHIEN. 
W. R. Graves. 
RACINE. 

Wallace Ingalls. 

Palmer & Gittings. 

Thompson & Harvey 
REEDSBURG. 

Ed C. Gottry. 
RICE LAKE. 

James Robbins. 
SHEBOYGAN. 

er. T. Krez. 

. C. Prescott. 

sU ‘PERIOR. 

Geo. C. Cooper. 

E. F. McCausland. 

Solon _ Perrin. 
VIROQUA 

Cc. W. Graves. 
WATERTOWN. 

Gustav Buchheit. 

John G. Conway. 





WAUKESHA. 
Hon. M. S. Griswold. 
E. Merton. 
V. H. Tichenor. 
WEST SUPERIOR. 
ah ar ot & Foley. 
W. M. Steele. .- 


WYOMING. 


CASPER. 
Jno. B. Barnes, Jr. 
CHEYENNE. 
Gibson Clark. 
W. C. Kinkead. 
EVANSTON. 
Austin C. 


FOREIGN 


ARGENTINE 
REPUBLIC. 


BUENOS AYRES. 
Samuel Donavan. 
Dr. M. P. Daract. 


AUSTRALIA, 
SIDNEY. 
McLachlan & 
Murray. 


AUSTRIA- 
HUNGARY 


BUDAPEST. 
Dr. Imre de Pekar. 


Sloan. 


CANADA. 


TORONTO. 
James Bicknell. 
Henry O'Brien, K. C. 


CAPE OF 
GOOD HOPE. 


CAPE TOWN. 
Cc. H. Brand. 


CEYLON. 


COLOMBO. 
Julius & Creasy. 
KANDY. 


R. W. Jonklaas. 





CHINA. 


HONG KONG. 

Ewens & Harston. 
SHANGHAT. 

Anderson & Brooks. 


CUBA. 
HAVANA... 
Charles M. 
Robinson. 
ENGLAND. 
LONDON. 


Stibbard. 
& Co. 


Gibson 


FRANCE. 


PARIS 
Coudert Brothers. 


GERMANY. 


BERLIN. 
James H. Vickery. 


INDIA, 


BOMBAY. 
Smetham, Byrne & 
Noble. 
LAHORE 
S. D. Chandhrt. 
MADRAS. 
J. K. Rau. 


IRELAND. 
DUBLIN. 


John L. 
Co. 


Seallan & 


ITALY. 


ROME. 
Samuel R. Honey. 
JAMAICA, 
ee a 
E. Manton. 


JAPAN. 


KOBE. 

JT. Hirata. 
YOKOHAMA. 

J. E: de Becker. 














